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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tue appress of the president of the Incorporated Law 
Society appearstous to be, without any exception, the best 
that has yet been delivered atany provincial meeting of the 
society. It is fresh and interesting, well expressed, and 
lucidly arranged; and—what is of infinitely more im- 
portance—it is pervaded by the highest moral tone. 
There have always been a large number of men in the 
professior who have acted on the principles set forth by 
the president, but would they fifty years ago have 
ventured to propound them at a meeting of solicitors as 
the most obvious rules of action for the profession in 
general? We cannot help thinking that a striking 
testimony is borne to the advance of the tone of the 
iprofession when the president of the Incorporated Law 
‘Society, amid the strongly-marked approbation of his 
hearers, says that one clear duty of the solicitor is to 
‘discourage litigation, and that the solicitor of the highest 
standing will be he who has the least to do with 
litigation, and whose cases, where actions are necessary, 
-are actions for enforcing just rights aud establishing 
‘doubtful points of important law. The historians of 
‘this century will have to trace two remarkable move- 
‘ments: one, the rapid advance in the education, status, 
and standard of honour of solicitors; the other, we fear 
‘we must say, some decline in the standard of honour in 
‘some portions of the bar. It is as well to speak plainly 
‘on &@ matter which is one of no small importance to the 
‘community ; and, therefore, we should like to ask how 
it is we hear so much more frequently than formerly the 
question put with reference to barristers in large practice— 
“Ts he a gentleman?” Competition is perhaps keener 
‘than it was, and the decline of circuit life has something 
‘to do with the removal of restrictions ; but how is it that 
according to the evidence before one of the Election Com- 
missions, it seems to have been contemplated in certain 
“events to get a barrister to make a false statement before 
the judges in order to obtain the withdrawal of an elec- 
tion petition ? It is true that the witness said he “ did 
not think” he would have been able to induce any 
counsel to make such a statement; but if the honour of 
‘the bar were such as it ought to be, such a thing would 
‘not have been dreamt of as a possibility. 





Tue Procress of the various election commissions 
illustrates the wide extent of the powers conferred upon 
the commissioners by the 15 & 16 Vict. c. 57, which 
practically renders them independent of the various 
maxims of the law of evidence. At Canterbury a 
solicitor who gave evidence raised the point of privilege 
upon a question tending to implicate one of his clients, 
but the commissioners overruled the objection. Mr. 
Merewether, in opening the commission at Macclesfield, 
laid down the broad rule that, in such inquiries, there 
can be no such thing as privilege’ Section 6 of the 
Act directs the commissioners to inquire “by all such 
lawful means as to them shail seem best with a view to 
the discovery of the truth” as to the matters which 
have been reported to the House. Section 7 em- 
powers them, by summons, to require the attendance of 
any person whose evidence is, in their judgment, 
material to the subject-matter of the inquiry, ‘‘ and 
to require all persons to bring before such 
books, papers, deeds, and writings as to such com- 
missioners appear necessary for arriving at the truth, 
all which persons shall attend, and shall answer all 
questions put to them, and shall produce all books, 
papers, deeds, and writings required of them, and in 
their custody or under their control, according to the 
tenor of the summons.” Under this section there is 
nothing to prevent the production before the Oxford 
Commissioners of a copy of the letter to the Public 
Orator which has caused so much discussion. By 
section 9 the witnesses can be (and in most cases they 
are) compelled to criminate themselves, but are to be 
indemnified from all civil and criminal. proceedings in 
respect of the corrupt practices disclosed by them on 
receipt of a certificate from the commissioners, which 
(by section 10) is not to be given unless the witness 
shall have made a true disclosure touching all things 
as to which He was examined. By section 12 the non- 
attendance of a witness is punishable in the same way as 
disobedience to an ordinary subpena, and the same 
section gives the commissioners all the powers of a 
judge of the Supreme Court in the event of a witness 
refusing to be sworn, or to answer questions, or to pro- 
duce documents which are in -his control, and the pro- 
duction of which the commissioners deem necessary, or 
in the event of any person being “ guilty of any con- 
tempt of the said commissioners or their office.” The 
nearest approach we can think of to the powers of the 
commissioners are those of a Turkish Cadi. 





THE LITTLE sTaTuTs of last session entitled an Act 
to render valid certain Orders in Bastardy (43 & 44 
Vict. c. 31) was passed in order to remedy a curious 
difficulty which arose under the Bastardy Laws Amend- 
ment Act, 1872 (35 & 36 Vict. c. 65), in the recent case 
of Reg. v. Padbury (28 W. R. 182, L. R.5Q. B.D 
127.) The Poor Law Amendment Act, 1844 (7 & 8 
Vict. c. 101), provided for the making of am order of 
affiliation against the father of a bastard child, but did 
not specify the objects of the payments to be made by 
him. The Bastardy Act, 1845 (8 & 9 Vict. c. 10), pro- 
vided, by section 1, that proceedings in matters of bastardy 
had or taken under the provisions of the Act 
should be valid and “sufficient in law,” if set forth 
according to the form in the schedule to the Act. 


1844, but di 
of 1845; and Section 4 empowered justices to make 


of not more than 3s. a w 
ance and education of the child.” 
in the Queen’s Bench Division, an order had been made 
under the last Act, but it was in the form given in the 
schedule to the Act of 1845, and did not provide for the 
application of the meney by the mother of 
Cockburn, C.J., and Manisty, J., held that the 
was bad for not specifically providing “for the main. 
tenance and education of the child.” The new statute 
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provides, by section 1, that an order made under the 
Bastardy Laws Amendment Act, 1872, or the Bastardy 
Laws Amendment Act, 1873, “before the g of 
this Act,” is not to be invalid “ by reason of the omission 
from such order of the words ‘for the maintenance and 
education of the said child,’ or words to the like tenor or 
effect.’ 





Tr 1s iInTERESTING to find that the requirements of legal 
business leave time for so many of our judges to devote 
themselves to periodical literature. We referred last 
week to the contribution of the Lord Chief Justice in 
the Nineteenth Century for the present month. The 
Contemporary Review has a contribution on ‘ Mate- 
rialism and Theology’ by Mr. Justice Fry, who has also 
written several articles on the Opium Trade. Mr. Justice 
Stephen has been a frequent contributor to magazines 
and reviews; while Lord Coleridge is understood to have 
often written for the Edinburgh Review. Judicial 
authorship is no novelty, for Lord Brougham, even when 
on the woolsack, wrote many articles for the latter pub- 
lication ; and Lord Campbell (in addition to his Lives of 
the Chancellors and Chief Justices) published a pamphlet 
on “Shakespeare’s Legal Acqirements.” The late Sir 
John Ooleridge issued a Life of Keble; and more 
recently Sir John Byles has published “ The Foundation 
of Religion in the Mind and Heart of Man.” Among 
judges now on the bench, the Lord Chancellor has com- 
piled a collection of hymns; Mr. Justice Denman has 
written a Greek translation of Gray’s Elegy, and Sir 
Robert Collier an English translation of Demosthenes 
de Coroné. The scientific works of Mr. Justice Grove 
are widely known, and Mr. Justice Stephen has published 
two collections of essays. 


THERE HAS BEEN a good deal of correspondence in the 
Times this week suggesting the employment of women as 
lawcopyists; but, with every wish to open up new meansof 
employment for women, we fear this is great nonsense. 
Law copyists have to work long hours under great pres- 
sure, and to work hard to get the barest subsistence, 
and law stationers will never be persuaded that a woman 
can work as hard or as long as a man. Nor is their 
handwriting such as can readily be adapted to the work. 
It is stated that an apprenticeship of five years is needed 
to train boys to become efficient copyists, and the number 
of writers who can get employment is very limited. We do 
not see why these poor people should be thrown out of 
work to provide for female copyists. 








THE DECISION IN SAFFRON WALDEN 
BUILDING SOCIETY v. RAYNER. 


Mz. Crzaver’s well-timed and admirable paper, read at 
the Sheffield meeting of the Incorporated Law Society, 
deals with the practical results of this decision ; and, as 
the conclusions of a solicitor of eminence and long 
experience, deserves the careful attention of the profes- 
sion. He confirms the opinion we expressed when the 
decision was reported as to the commonness of the prac- 
tice which the Court of Appeal at Lincoln’s-inn con- 
demned. That court has on several occasions shown a 
tendency to decide cases without much regard to the prac- 
tical effect of the doctrines laid down on the usage and 
general understanding of the profession. We pointed 
out, as soon as the decision in Saffron Walden Building 
Society v. Rayner (28 W. BR. 681) was reported, that 
the previous decision in Rickards v. Gledstanes (3 Giff. 
298), that notice of the assignment of a reversionary 
interest in a trust fund given to the solicitor of the 
trustees of the fund was notice to the trustees, so as 
to take it out of the order and disposition of the 
assignor, had quite naturally led text-book writers 
of such eminence as the late Mr. Lewin and Mr. 





Fisher to state that notice of an incumbrance “a 


be given either to trustees or to their solicitor, 

that notice to the solicitor of trustees will bind them, 
And Mr. Cleaver now tells us that “the facts of the 
case disclose an instance of what, as regards the action of 
the plaintiffs and the solicitors to the trustees, is surely a 
matter of constant occurrence in the profession. Accord. 
ing to common knowledge and reputation, a respectable 
firm of solicitors act in the business of a particular trust, 
They are known to have acted for the testator, to have 
proved the will, to have invested money for the trustees, 
and received and paid over the interest on such invest- 
ments, and, further, to have acted for the trustees in g 
chancery suit, to which the testator was a party. An 
intending incumbrancer of a share in the estate applies 
to them for information, and in their reply they state; 
‘We are solicitors for the trustees of the late John 
Hardy,’ a statement which seems to have been very well 
founded, and to savour nothing of misrepresentation. 
The incumbrancer was content, under the circumstances, 
to serve notice of his charge on the solicitors for the 
trustees, as (James, L.J., to the contrary notwithstand-. 
ing) we must continue to call them, and it is apprehended 
that nine practitioners out of ten would have been con- 
tent to do likewise.” The experience of our readers will, 
we doubt not, bear out this statement, and we cannot 
help thinking that if the Court of Appeal had been 
aware of the extent to which the practice they reprobated 
has been carried, they would have hesitated to lay down 
the doctrine which has occasioned so much discussion, 
It would have been sufficient for the decision of the case 
to hold that a mere verbal communication of a notice of 
an incumbrance, made in the course of a different trans- 
action, and not giving an intelligent apprehension of the 
fact, is not a good notice. 


The important question, however, is what is the prac- 
tical effect of the decision, and what course should be 
adopted by solicitors in view of it? As to the former 
point, it is clear, as we remarked when the report of the 
case appeared, that for the future the only cases in 
which notice of an incumbrance can be effectually given 
to a solicitor on behalf of trustees is where the soli- 
citor has been constituted the agent of the trustees 
to receive notice of incumbrances. He may be so con-- 
stituted either expressly, or impliedly by his employ- 
ment by the trustees to distribute the trust fund, 
As to the practical course to be taken, we have already 
given reasons for thinking that, to insure their validity, 
notices of incumbrances will have henceforth to be 
served on all the trustees. No prudent solicitor wilt 
trust to implication, and express authority will hardly 
ever be given by trustees to a solicitor to receive notice 
of incumbrances, Mr. Cleaver does not advert to the 
point, but it may be doubted whether trustees would be 
justified, as between themselves and their cestui que trust,. 
in giving such an authority. The trustee, it has often beer 
laid down, is not entitled to employ a solicitor in matters 
which need no legal training or knowledgetotransact. He 
is not justified in unnecessarily acting by the hand of 
another. If express authority is not given to the 
solicitor to receive the notices, then, as Mr. Cleaver 
says, the incumbrancer must be in a position to show 
‘* that the mind of the trustee has in some way been 
brought to an intelligent apprehension of the nature of 
the incumbrance which has come upon the property, so 
that a reasonable man, or an ordinary man of business, 
would act upon the information and would regulate his 
conduct by. it in the execution of the trust” (per Lord 
Cairns, L.C., Lloyd v. Banks, L. R. 3 Ch. 488), Hence 
it would seem that personal service of notices on all the 
trustees of the property affected neust henceforth be the 
rule, 

The solicitor who has properly understood the effect 
of the recent decision will be readily able to save himself 
from responsibility. He will offer to act as the agent 
of the incumbrancer to effect personal service on the. 
trustees. But what will the incumbrancer say to the: 
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t of the proper charges for this service? What 
will the trustees say to the trouble of being formally 
served with frequent notices of incumbrances ? 








THE TRUSTEFS SOLICITOR. 
I, 


Tne Master of the Rolls said, not long ago, that the 
iple that a trustee shall not make any profit from 
his office is rigidly enforced by the court, and the prin- 
ciple that while a trustee acts in the due discharge of his 
duty he is to be indemnified against all loss ought to be 
enforced with equal strictness (Walters v. Woodbridge, 
96 W. R. 469, L. R. 7 Ch. D. 510). Lord Cottenham 
was not less strenuous in asserting the right of the 
trustee to be repaid his proper outlay. The first object 
of a trust, be declared, is to indemnify those who 
administer it against any costs properly incurred in its 
administration, and trustees are entitled, without any 
express provision for the purpose, to make the payments 
uired to meet the necessary expenses incurred in the 
execution of the trust out of the funds in their hands 
belonging to the trust (see Heriot’s Hospital v. Ross, 12 
Ol. & F. 515; Attorney-General v. Mayor of Norwich, 2 
My. & Cr. 424). The principle is clear enough, but its 
application is attended with considerable difficulty. 
What are costs properly incurred and necessary expenses 
in the execution of the trust? When may the trustee’s 
solicitor advise his client that he may safely incur legal 
and other expenses on behalf of the trust? We cannot 
pretend to supply anything like a complete answer to 
these questions, but it may be useful to notice the 
principles which have been laid down in the numerous 
cases on this subject. 

In the first place, it is of course clearly settled that, 
although a trustee, being himself a solicitor, and trans- 
acting the legal business of the trust, will not (in the 
absence of express authority in the instrument creating 
the trust, or of a bargain made before the acceptance of 
the office) be allowed to charge for his services, he may 
appoint another solicitor to transact such business, who 
will be entitled to make the usual legal charges (Mac- 
namara v. Jones, 2 Dick. 587: see Stanes v. Parker, 9 
Beay., at p. 389). That is to say, the trustee is not bound 
to afford the cestui que trust gratuitous legal assistance. 
But in saying that the trustee may appoint a solicitor it 
is not to be understood that he can make him the solici- 
tor of the trust estate in the sense of making the trust 
estate his client. The client of the solicitor is the trustee, 
and his claim for costs will be against the trustee per- 
sonally, and not against the trust estate (Worrall v. 
Harford, 8 Ves. 1, 8). The trustee employs and pays 
his solicitor, aud then has to see whether he can get the 
amount he has paid allowed out of the trustfunds. No 
principle is more clearly settled than that a trustee 
will not be allowed without question whatever sum he 
thinks fit to pay to his solicitor, If he chooses to pay 
the solicitor’s bill without taxation, and afterwards goes 
to his cestui que trust and says, “I have allowed so 
much for costs; now pay me,” by the established rules 
of the court the cestus que trust is entitled to have the 
Teasonableness and propriety of the charges in the bill 
ascertained (see the remarks of Sugden, L.C., Ir, in 
Langford v. Mahony, 2 Con, & L. at p. 327). The steps 
which he may take for this purpose we shall hereafter 
consider. 

The class of business which a trustee or executor may 
safely employ a solicitor to transact is ascertained by 
the general rule that a trustee or executor is not allowed 
to employ an agent to perform duties which by accept- 
ing his office he has taken upon himself (Weiss v. Dill, 
3 My. & K., at p. 27). Speaking generally, therefore, 
& trustee or executor is not, in strictness, justified in 
leaving the whole conduct of the trust or executorship 
in the hands of a solicitor, He may resort to the solicitor 
for professional advice on legal questions arising in the 








business of the trust, but he is not justified in employ- 
ing the solicitor to transact non-legal business. For 
instance, an executor will not be allowed the fees of @ 
solicitor for attending to pay premiums on policies, or 
attending at the bank to make transfers, or for attend- 
ances on proctors, auctioneers, legatees, and creditors 
(Harben v. Darby (No. 1), 28 Beay. 325). In this case 
the solicitor who made the charges was an executor 
entitled under the will to charge for his professional 
services, but it is apprehended that the principle is 
generally applicable. If necessary for the due execution 
of the trust, the trustee or executor will be allowed the 
costs of taking the opinion of counsel (Fearns v. 

Young, 10 Ves. 184; Poole v. Pass, 1 Beav., at p. 605). 
‘* Where a trustee,” said Lord Eldon in the former case, 
“in the fair execution of his trust has expended 
money by reasonably and properly taking opinions and 
procuring directions that are necessary for the due exe- 
cution of his trust, he is entitled, not only to his costs, 
but also to his charges and expenses, under the head of 
just allowances.” 

It is of course a necessary condition of reimbursement 
that these costs should have been properly incurred. Thus, 
where trustees for sale attempted a sale at a time when 
they were not authorized to sell the property, they were 
held not to have apy lien for the costs of the abortive sale, 
or of proceedings taken against them by a purchaser in 
reference thereto (Leedham v. Chawner, 4 K. & J. 
458). In this case the sale had been attempted by the 
direction of all the persons beneficially interested, some 
of whom, however, being married women, with their 
shares settled to their separate use without power of 
anticipation, were unable effectually to direct a sale. 
These ladies, Vice-Chancellor Wood observed, had 
“ taken advantage of that facility which trustees so often 
exhibit in consenting, at the solicitation of their cestuis 
que trust, to do acts which the latter have no power te 
authorize, notwithstanding the certainty that if there be 
the slightest irregularity in the acts so done upon suck 
solicitation, the very persons who have led them astray 
will be the first to turn against them and indemnify 
themselves at their expense.” 

Where an action is brought against a trustee in re- 
spect of the trust estate, whether it be an action of 
ejectment, trespass, or of any other description, and it is 
defended by the trustee, not for his own benefit, but for 
the benefit of the trust estate, he is entitled (in the 
absence of misconduct on his part) to indemnity ( Walters 
v. Woodbridge, 26 W. R., at p. 470, L. R. 7 Ch. D., at p. 
509). The fact that in defending the action the trustee 
also defends his own character will not make the defence 
less a defence of the trust estate ; it is impossible to split 
the defence and say that because the trustee at the same 
time defended his own character, he is only to have a part 
of the costs (Zd.). A trustee or executor who is ordered te 
pay costs in aa action relating to the trust estate, which 
he has defended, is entitled to recover from the estate 
which he has defended, not only the costs which he has 
incurred to the adversary, but also the costs which he has 
paid to his own solicitor (Zovat v. Fraser, L. R. 1So., at 
p. 37: see also Ramsden v. Langley, 2 Vern. 536, as te 
a mo ). %: 
With regard to litigation undertaken by a trustee as 
plaintiff on behalf of the trust estate, there is some au- 
thority for the proposition that a trustee, before under- 
taking an action for the benefit of the ceséuis que trust 
ought to ask them to sanction it (see Peers v. Ceeley, 15 
Beav., at p. 211, as to a mortgagee). On the other hand, 
it hus been said in an Irish case, that if the cestuis que 
trust disapprove of litigation undertaken by the trustee 
they ought to inform him of their disapproval, If, in- 
stead of doing so, they allow the matter to proceed, and 
lead the trustee plaintiff to suppose that they do not 
disapprove of what he is doing, they cannot afterwards 
turn round on the trustee, who was acting bond fide 
for their interest, and repudiate all liability to costs 
(Courtney v. Rumiey, I. R, 6 Eq,, at p. 112). 





886 


SOLICITORS JOURNAL, 


Oct. 9, 1880, 











The mere fact of the trustee having been unsuccessful 
in litigation, either as plaintiff or defendant, will not, in 
the absence of misconduct, disentitle him to be reim- 
bursed his costs (I. B. 6Eq.,at p. 106). She question 
to be considered is, was the litigation reasonable and 
bond fide undertaken for the interest of the trust estate ? 
If not, or if it was rendered necessary by the negligence 
or misconduct of the trustee, he will not be allowed his 
eosts (see Caffrey v. Darby, 6 Ves., at p. 497; Courtney 
v. Rumley, I. R. 6 Eq., at p. 106). 

We have now to consider the remedies of the cestui 
que trust who complains of the amount of the bill of the 
trustee’s solicitor. If the trustee chooses to have the 
bill taxed before paying it, he can thereby, of course, 
bind the cestut que trust as regards the reasonableness 
and propriety of the items (Langford v. Mahony, 2 
Con. & L., at p. 327). But if the trustee chooses to pay 
his solicitor’s bill without taxation, the cestui que trust 
has 

(1) A right to have the solicitor’s bill referred, not to 
be taxed, but moderated; and on that reference the 
taxing master will revise the items in a way similar to 
taxation, and if not proper, will disallow them to the 
trustee, and he may get back these sums from the 
solicitor as he can (see the remarks of Sugden, L.C., Ir., 
in Langford v. Mahony, 2 Con. & L., at p. 327; Johnson 
v. Telford, 3 Russ. 478). In more recent times, the 
reference to the taxing master has taken the form of an 
inquiry, on the application of the persons beneficially 
interested, to ascertain whether, as regards any particular 
items which may§be complained of, the bill which the 
trustee has paid his solicitor is a fair and proper bill or 
not (see Allen v. Jarvis, L. R. 4 Ch. 616, 621). 

Or (2) the cestui que trust may avail himself of the 

ion in the Solicitors Act (6 & 7 Vict. c. 73, 8. 39), 
that “ it shall be lawful in any case in which a trustee, 
executor, or administrator, has become chargeable with 
any bill as aforesaid, for the Lord High Chancellor or 
the Master of the Rolls, if in his discretion he shall think 
fit, upon the application of a party interested in the 
property out of which such trustee, executor, or adminis- 
trator may have paid, or be entitled to pay, such bill, to 
refer the same, and such solicitor’s, or executor’s, or 
administrator's, or assignee’s demand thereupon, to be 
taxed and settled by the proper officer of the 
High Court of Chancery, with such directions and 
subject to such conditions as such judge shall think 
fit, and to make such order as such judge shall think fit, 
for the payment of what may be found due, and of the 
costes of such reference, to or by such solicitor, or the 
executor, administrator, or assignee of such solicitor, by 
or to the party making such application, having regard 
to the provisions herein contained relative to applications 
for the like purpose by the party chargeable with such 
bill, so far as the same shall be applicable to such cases ; 
and in exercising such discretion as aforesaid, the said 
judge may take into consideration the extent and nature 
of the interest of the party making the application.” It 
will be observed that there is no mention in this section 
of “‘ special circumstances” as necessary to enable the 
court to order taxation after payment of the bill; and it 
was said by the late Master of the Rolls that a taxation 


shown in order to justify the order for 
bill paid by trustees or executors. There 


= 
General Carrespunvence, 


THE HACKNEY CARRIAGE ACTS. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—In a case, reported in the Times of the 29th 
ultimo, before the magistrate of the Westminster Police, 
court, the magistrate decided, in conformity with Case y, 
Storey (17 W. R. 802, L. R. 4 Ex. 319), thata cabman 
plying for hire at the Victoria Railway Station was not 
subject to a penalty for refusing to be hired. 

In 13 Soxtcrrors’ Journat, 1003, commenting on Cage 
v. Storey, you expressed dissatisfaction with , the state of 
things revealed by it. 

It would seem from Skinner v. Usher (20 W. R. 659, 
L. R. 7 Q. B. 423), which did not, however, turn on 
this question, that Case v. Storey was regarded as still 
law, notwithstanding the later Hackney Carriage Act 
(32 & 33 Vict.c. 115). But it may be worth while to 
consider whether this is a sound view. To arrive ata 
satisfactory result on-this question it is necessary to go 
into the matter in some detail. 

In Case v. Storey, which arose on a case stated by g 
metropolitan police magistrate, on a complaint preferred 
by appellant against respondent, the driver of a cab, for 
having, at the Great Northern Railway Station, refused 
to drive to a certain place, within six miles, to which he 
was required to drive the appellant, the question was 
treated by the court as resting on the proper construction 
of 1 & 2 Will. 4, c. 22, s. 35, which enacts that “‘ every 
hackney carriage standing in any street or place, and 
having thereon any of the numbered plates required by 
this Act, shall, unless actually hired, be deemed 
to be plying for hire ; and the driver of e 
such hackney carriage which is not actually hired, shall 
be compellable to go with any person desirous of hi 
such hackney carriage,” and subjects the driver to @ 
penalty for refusal; and the late Lord Chief Baron con- 
sidered, first, that the carriage was not ‘“‘ plying for 
hire” ; and, secondly, reading the expression, ‘‘in any 
street or place,’’ as controlled by the language used in 
the definition of a hackney carriage in section 4 of the 
same Act, which defines it as a carriage ‘‘ used for the 
purpose of standing or plying for hire in any public 
street or road,” he considered the expression in section 
35 as not applicable to the premises of a railway com- 
pany. Lord Justice Bramwell (then Baron Bramwell) 
considered that the section could be meant to apply only 
to a place to which the public have right of access. 

I now come to 32 & 33 Vict.c. 115. This Act (with 
the order of the Secretary of State under it) is now the 
principal Act ting hackney carriages in the me- 
tropolis. Sectiou 4 defines ‘ hackney carriage” to mean 
“any carriage for the conveyance of passengers which 
plies for hire within the limits of this Act, and is not 
& stage carriage.” Section 7 enacts that “if any un- 
licensed hackney . carriage plies for hire, the owner 
of such pase sta shall be liable to a penalty,” &c.; and 
section 15 enacts that “all the provisions of the Acts 
relating to hackney carriages... in fore at the time 
of the commencement of this Act, shall, subject to any 
alteration made therein by this Act, or by any order or 
regulation of the said Secretary of State made in pursu- 
ance of this Act, continue in force, and all such provi- 
sions of the said Acts as relate to licences granted under 
those Acts, or any of them, shall, subject to any altera- 
ree aforesaid, apply to licences granted under this 


Clarke v. Stanford (19 W. BR. 846, L. R. 6 Q. B, 357) 
decided that section 7 of 32 & 33 Vict. o. 115 applied to 


(19 W. q 849, 48, 


R. 60. P. 481). 








We have, then, two clear decisions that carriages can 
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“ply for hire” ata railway station. Thus one of the 
of the decision in Case v. Storey is got rid of. 

It remains to say a few words upon the meaning put 

the court in that case on the expression in section 35 
of 1 & 2 Will. 4, c. 22, “standing in any street or place” ; 
32 & 33 Vict. c. 115 being, as above noticed, the prin- 

Act now regulating hackney carriages, the older, 
Acts would probably be at an end were they not made 
applicable by section 15 of that Act. That part of 
section 4 of the Act of Will. 4, on which so much stress 
was put by the court in Case v. Storey, which defines 
hackney carriage, can be no longer in force, the existing 
definition of a hackney carriage being in the enact- 
ment above-mentioned of 32 & 33 Vict. c. 115; and it 
seems to me, therefore, that, reading section 35 of the 
Act of Will. 4 as it applies to the latest Act, the ex- 
pression “ standing in any street or place” ought to have 
its natural meaning; and the word place, looked at in 
this view, seems to me as unrestricted a word as could 
well be used, and to apply to any place (¢.g., a railway 
station) in which it would be unlawful for an unlicensed 
carriage to ply for hire. 

It seems right to say a word or two with reference to 
Skinner v. Usher, above referred to. It was decided in 
that case that 6 & 7 Vict. c. 86, s. 33, imposing a penalty 
on the driver of a hackney carriage plying for hire 
“elsewhere than at some standing or place appointed for 
that purpose,” meant some public street or place, not 
any private ground (such as a railway station). In that 
case the definition of hackney carriage contained in the 
last-mentioned Act which (section 2) defines hackney 
carriage to include “every carriage . - which shall 
stand on hire or ply for a passenger for hire at any 
place,” &c., was read by the court as having the same 
meaning, within the extended limits there mentioned, as 
the words used in the 4th section of the Act of Will. 4, 
and consegently as meaning “any public street or road 
at any place’’ within the extended area mentioned in the 
later Act. The court was pressed with the case of 
Clarke v. Stanford as an authority against this con- 
struction, and was content to say, ‘‘ That case is quite 
consistent with our present decision, and was quite right 
on the construction of the Act there in question.” 

The result arrived at in the last-mentioned case, it 
will probably be thought, was satisfactory; but I cer-, 
tainly am not quite clear that the mode in which it was 
reached was equally so. Although that decision is in 
the direction, perhaps, of supporting Case v. Storey, I 
do not see that this is a sufficient reason for considering 
Skinner v. Usher as in any way conclusive as to the 
authority of Case v. Storey. 

Before parting with this letter, I would just observe 
that I am at some loss to see why in Case v. Storey the 
court quite passed over, without mention, 16 & 17 Vict. 
¢. 33, ss. 7, 17—see particularly in the second paragraph 
of section 17 the words “ or intending to hire such car- 
tiage.” This is the more remarkable, because the 
complaint in that case seems to have been framed on 
section 7 of that Act, 

Temple, October. A. J. Woop. 





The Commissioners of the Board of Works have re- 
moved the offices of the Director of Public Prosecutions 
from Oraig’s-court, Charing-cross, to 4, New-street, Spring- 


A special sessions of the Sheffield licensing jnstices was 
on Tuesday to consider the decisions arrived at by the 
Licensing Committee at the several sittings they have 
recently held, At one sitting the magistrates present 
had granted wine licences to se’ beerhouses, and the 
confirming justices now refused to indorse those decisions. 
The solicitor whd appeared for beads 5 gearer contended that 
the duties of that court were m ministerial, and that 
they had no power to reverse the decisions arrived at by 
the committee, The justices raled that ~ the 


Be ovat For the production of fuer eviden 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


ANNUAL PROVINCIAL MEETING. 


The seventh annual provincial meeting of the Incor- 
porated Law Society was held at the Cutlers’ Hall, 
Sheffield, on Wednesday and Thursday, the 6th and 7th 
inst. The visitors were officially welcomed to the town 
by the mayor (Alderman Tozer) aud the master cutler 
(W. Chesterman, Esgq.), who wore their chains of office. 


THE PRESIDENTS ADDRESS, 


Tus Paesment (Mr. Clabon), who was loudly ap- 
plauded on taking the chair, then proceeded to deliver 
the opening address. Hesaid :— 

Gentlemen,—A practice of forty-three years, of a 
varied kind, in country and in London, has led me to, 
and maintained me in, the belief that we occupy a high 
position among our fellow-men in every point of view. 
Their property, their honour, their character, is con- 
stantly placed, to a great extent, in our hands. Weare 
the depositaries of family secrets; we are consulted in 
the most delicate affairs, into many of which law hardly 
enters. To our discretion, to our uprightness, to our 
honour, clients submit themselves, without doubt. Ours 
is the direct contact with them. It is to us that they 
look for help at the moment when something of pressing 
importance has occurred relating to their property, or 
their families, or themselves. I say, because I kaow, 
that, speaking generally, we are worthy of the confidence 
placed in us. There are exceptions; but they are few, 
and serve to prove the truth. The great body of solici- 
tors are men of high honour and honesty, anxious to do 
and doing unselfish duty to those for whom they act. 
Gentlemen, we have ourselves, since the institution of 
this society some fifty years ago, striven most strenuously 
for the improvement of our branch of the profession. 
The tone of our proceedings for our clients is higher 
than it was of old. In tracing the path of the student 
to his admission, and of the solicitor when admitted, I 
shall endeavour to make observations and give hints 
which may tend to further and still further improvement. 
Let me address a few words to solicitors, as to their duty 
to their articled clerks. I fear that this is not suffi- 
ciently thought of or attended to. The clerk is but too 
often turned adrift into the office, allowed to keep his 
own hours, to read and work as much or as little as he 
pleases. So that with every opportunity of learn- 
ing, if he does so please, he but too often arrives 
at the end of the term with but a smattering of 
knowledge, and is obliged to resort to a crammer 
to gain the information n for a pass. 
As to tuition, in theory I hold that the solicitor ought to 
direct the reading of the clerk; to provide him proper 
books in due succession; to see that he reads 
every day to insure his reading the whole in time, and 
reads the most useful of them twice at least; to counsel 
him to make notes as he goes on; and to see that he has 
a sufficient time at the end of his articles, which 

be three months at the least, to pass in review all 

he has read. My own plan was, in reading the very use- 
ful books the first time, to set down questions on the left 
side of a notebook, and on the second reading to write 
the answer opposite the question on the right side 
These questions and answers formed the principal sub- 
ject of study during the period of review. As 
quantity, the student should read at 

every day. Having adverted to the mode of study in 
my own case, I must add that I do not 

heard of crammers in those days. The system of cram- 
ming is a baneful one, not 80 much in itself, bat because 


: 





adjourned 
— evidence in support of 
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from a crammer, whether he goes in for a pass only, or 
for honours. 

As to tuition in practice, the master should, by him- 
self or his managing clerks, take care that the student 
sees something of every kind of practice, drafting and 
eopying deeds and willa, attending at the offices and 
chambers, and in court, reading the letters, bill books 
and ledgers, and making himself acquainted with every- 
thing that goes on in the office. If the articled clerk is 
wise he will not disdain to copy; he will thus imprint 
the forms of deeds on his memory, and become more 
habituated to work generally; and he should not, as 
many seem to do, associate gentility with bad writing. 
To write a good hand—nay, a clerk-like hand—will be 
found useful at all times, and especially when documents 
have to be framed for signature in a hurry. But there 
is more than all this. The articled clerk is to be edu- 
cated into being an honest man. He should be taught, 
and should learn from the practice of the office, that 
when a solicitor receives other people’s money, he is to 
keep it sacred, and that the best way to do this is not to 
mix it with his own. He should be taught that the 
solicitor ought not to have any source of profit than that 
known to aud approved by his client. He should be 
taught that promoters and directors, in dealing with 
their shareholders and the public, must have no secret 
reserve of profits for themselves, and that the solicitor 
acting for the company has a duty to the shareholder as 
well as to the director. He should, in fine, be taught 
that a solicitor must do nothing which he would fear to 
reveal to his client or to the world, and that it is the 
line of the highest morality which best marks the line of 
duty. There are those who desire to lessen the period of 
service under articles. The five years is limited to 
three or four on the assumption that the graduate or 
classman is fitted, by his superior education, to learn all 
that is necessary in the shorter period. This may pos- 
sibly be so as to the theory of law; I doubt whether it 
is so as to its practice. There is so much to learn in the 
latter that it can hardly be learned properly in the 
shortened period. I do not go so far as to advocate the 
return to a five years’ service in all cases; but I object to 
any further shortening of either of the periods now fixed. 
After referring to the proposed school of law or university 
the president came to the admitted solicitor. He will 
always be wise, if a partnership be not ready for him, to 
take a clerkship for some time, working under an ex- 
perienced practitioner; and he had better think more 
about the character of the office, and the class of work 
kre will see there, than about salary. It is better that a 
young man should gain experience in a good office than 
that he should go to the chambers of a conveyancer or 
pleader—for experience in practice will now stand him 
in much better stead than experience in theory. He 
wants to have his judgment exercised and his strength 
of mind increased, rather than to pass his time in framing 
answers to cases and drawing deeds and pleadings. He 
will have, by-and-by, to deal with clients of varying 
eharacter and different standards of temper and morality, 
and in acting for them to deal with others possessing 
similar variations. The raw youth, fresh from his 
articles, is not fitted to be always a wise guide. He will 
learn wisdom by experience, as the work of an office 
garrounds him, and he is guided by the older lawyer at 
the head of it. And now, the young solicitor is to start 
for himself. It would be presumptuous in me, in the 
presence of so many who have had greater or equal ex- 
perience than myself, to lay down rules for general 
guidance. We shall join in desiring to be ourselves, and 
to see every one of the 12,500 solicitors of England and 
Wales (not forgetting our fellows of Scotland and Ire- 
land) upright, honest gentlemen—using the word in ite 

truest and highest sense. Our duty to our clients is 
fund deel des these words include. But you will not, 
find fault with me if, in addressing you, and 

ou our members who are not here, and the rest 

1 our body who ought to be members, I select instances 





= 
from which definite rules of duty may be inferred, if 
directly laid down, and by them the young practitions 
at least, if not the older ones, may learn some 
—that something tending, I hope, to a higher ling 
of duty, to a more strict construction of right, ig 
practice. 

The president then referred to particular classes of Cages 
relating to joint-stock companies, simoniacal con 
and elections, and continued :—Let me now make some 
observations of a more general character. It is our 
duty to give advice to our clients, having taken the begt 
means to prepare ourselves to advise well; either by the 
exercise of our judgment, after full consideration, or by 
consulting law books, or obtaining the opinion of g 
barrister versed in the particular kind of law which is 
required. The advice is generally received as co 
from one competent to give it, and we are instructed to 
act on it. But it may happen that the client doubts, 
and shows indisposition to be guided by our advice. Ex. 
planations will follow, and the solicitor will probably 
take increased pains to assure himself that he has beeq 
told or has learnt the whole story. Time will thus be 
occupied, in which the opinion may undergo change, and 
the advice be varied. But let it be assumed, after all, 
that the matured advice is still unacceptable to the client, 
It is, of course, for him or for her to decide what course 
is to be adopted. And if this course is opposed to the 
solicitor’s advice, delicate and difficult questions will 
arise on his mind. Shall he carry out the instructions, 
which are contrary to his own views, with a protest, or 
shall he decline to act further in the matter? It is im. 
possible to lay down any rule. The duty to the client 
must be considered as well as the duty toself. It maybe 
consistent with duty to self to take the former course; if 
may be consistent with duty to the client to take the 
atter. But of this I am sure, that the higher we cause 
ourselves to stand in the estimation of the public, the 
more likely will it be that our clients will follow our 
advice—the less likely that we shall ever be placed ina 
position in which duty to ourselves forces us to consider 
whether we wust cease to act for a client. It may some 
times happen that a client desires to do, and instructs his 
solicitor to carry out, something which is not consistent 
with what is morally right. A client may desire to 
make dispositions by will or otherwise of an unjust or 
cruel kind. A trustee may desire to abuse his trust, 
One in a position of authority or influence may desire to 
exercise it to the manifest prejudice of those whom if is 
his duty to protect. The first duty of the solicitor, in 
these and similar cases, will be, without fear of con- 
sequences, to set forth quietly the law, the duty, and the 
right—the conclusion showing clearly what is the wrong 
about to be committed. There will be many de- 
grees of this wrong. Every variety of circumstance 
will surround the matter. Self-interest will call on 4 
solicitor not to lose a client—perhaps a good one. He 
will be tempted to consider that, after remonstrance and 
advice, he may do as he is instructed. But if the client 
persist, and the wrong intended be clear, the solicitor 
must rise superior to all considerations of self-interest, and 
determine without fear to have nothing to do with what 
is contrary to right. One clear duty will be to dis- 
courage litigation. The client is generally more keen to 
begin an action than the solicitor. It is for the latter to 
represent the probable and possible results, to calm the 
excitement, to see that judgment predominates over 


feeling. The action for recovering a just debt or en- 


forcing a just right, or for establishing doubtful points 
of important law, are on one side—tho suing for doubt. 
ful damages, the raising of great issues, where the sum 
or point in dispute is trifling, tre on the other. The 
solicitor of highest standing will be he who has least 


do with litigation, and whoses cases, where actions 4f 


necessary, are among the class first, mentioned. 


So much about duties, Let me now deal with some f 


matters in which our rights require to be amended, 
as to which the society now proposes to seek leg 
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action, with a more determined effort than has hitherto 


been made. 
The remuneration of solicitors imperatively demands 
. Why should we alone of all who labour for 
others be subject to a tribunal which is bound by an 
old scale of charge, fixed in times when money was more 
valuable, and when practitioners were of a lower class ; 
and which scale the authorities say they have not power 
to change, though it would be nearer the truth to say 
that they could amend it but for their groundless fears. 
This tribunal would hardly have stood its ground but 
that it is necessary to have some authority to determine 
how much the litigant who is condemned in costs shall 
to his successful adversary, or how much shall be 
taken for costs out of a fund which is under administra- 
tion. But as between the solicitor and his client, why 
should not he be placed in the same position as others 
who devote their time and their ability to the benefit of 
those who are to pay for it? The barrister, virtually, 
fixes his own fees. There is no irreversible, ancient, 
cheeseparing rule for the bills of the doctor, the surveyor, 
the accountant, the tradesman. These regulate their 
charges by the value of money at the time—by custom 
always founded on reason—by what is fair between man 
and man. And if such charges are improper or excessive, 
and the amount is disputed, a jury and not a taxing 
master decides the matter. The society, as you know, 
has long been labouring for justice. In 1871 we put 
forth a tentative scale for charges in conveyancing 
matters. We made some slight alterations, as the result 
of experience, in 1873, und the amended scale of that 
year has to a great extent, and particularly as to mort- 
gages, been acted upon. These scales were submitted to 
the Lord Chancellor, and he was often addressed on the 
subject, but with no result. At last we were told that 
neither he alone, nor acting with the judges, had apy 
power to sanction a scale; that in order to do this 
there must be legislation. We were preparing our- 
selves during this period with a proper scale. 
The committee to whom the duty was delegated 
met the nominees of the Associated Provincial 
Societies, and the conclusions arrived at were 
sanctioned by the country lawyers as well as by 
those of the metropolis. The council adopted the joint 
report, which is set forth in full as an appendix to the 
annual report of 1879—80. We not only framed scales 
for sales and purchases, loans, leases, and settlements, 
but we laid down this general principle as the true 
one—viz., that the solicitor should be remunerated 
according to the skill, knowledge, aud exertion which 
he employs in the business, and according to its im- 
portauce and his consequent responsibility, and not 


. wecording to the time employed, the length of docu- 


ments prepared, or the number of letters or conferences ; 
adding that the able and experienced man would do 
more and better work in a short time than the incom- 
petent man could accomplish in a long time. If we must 
have the taxing master still, let him at least be freed from 
old and pedantic rules, and be empowered to decide upon 
the reasonableness of the charge made, having regard to 
the importance of the business, the skill and labour 
employed, and the responsibility involved. The council, 
after long consideration, came to the conclusion that the 
only legislation for which they could hope was an Act 
ppointing a strong body to make rules as to remunera- 
to whom the council could submit proposals, and 

Who should ask for the views of the council before they 
acted. They prepared an Act to this effect, and sub- 
mitted it to Lord Ohancellor Cairns, prior to the firet 
session of 1880, A deputation of the council, compris- 
members from the country, saw him thereon; but 
would not do more than consent to the appointment 
of the tribunal, leaving it to this body to consult the 
council or no, as they thought fit. His Bill to this effect 
was brought in, simultaneously with his Land Bills, just 
the change of Ministry, When the new Parlia- 

meat assembled, Lord Chancellor Selborne refused to 








adopt the Bills, but did not oppose their passage through 
the House of Lords. ‘The Government, however, would 
not give them facilities in the House of Commons, and 
they dropped. The council have now prepared a Bill 
on their principle, adding to it other matters presently 
to be mentioned, and they intend to do their utmost te 
getit passed into law during the session of 1881. Ia 
the meantime, and until an Act is obtained, I earnestly 
counsel the members of the society, and solicitors, 
generally, to adopt our scale, as appended to the report 
of 1879—80. The power of making an agreement with 
clients exists, though it isseldom acted on. Let us all, 
in dealing with our clients, refer them to this scale, and 
inform them that we mean, in acting for them, to adopt 
it. The scale of 1873, which, as to mortgages, is the same 
as that of 1880, has already been acted upon very gene- 
rally. If no tribunal is appointed, and matters remain as 
they are, this course of action must tend to bring about the 
practical adoption of the scale of 1880—or at least point 
out its defects, so that we can remedy them. If a tri- 
bunal is appointed and finds a scale which has been 
acted on without objection, it will probably adopt it, at 
all events as a basis. I shall move the council to pub- 
lish this scale in their calendar, and to make it public iz 
every possible way. 

The next matter which is comprised in the Bill which 
the council have resolved to promote in Parliament next 
session, being one of those submitted to Lord Chancellor 
Cairns in February, 1880, is for removing the restric. 
tion on the call of solicitors to the bar. It proposes to 
enact that a solicitor of five years’ standing who has pro- 
cured his name to be struck off the rolls with a view of 
being called to the bar, shall be entitled to be admitted 
as a student of any of the Inns of Court without exami- 
nation ; and shall immediately afterwards be entitled te 
enter for the bar final examination. and on passing that 
examination shall be qualified to be called to the bar. 

The restriction in question is not a parliamentary 
one. It arises out of the regulations of the Inns of 
Court. The present restrictive provision is No. 7 of the 
Consolidated Regulations of the Societies of Lincoln’s- 
inn, the Middle Temple, the Inner Temple, and Gray’s- 
inn of 1872, and provides that no solicitor, proctor, 
notary, parliamentary agent, or other person therein 
named shall be admitted as a student in any Inn of 
Court, until he shall have actually and bond fide ceased 
to act or practise in any such capacity. The conse- 
quence of this regulation is that a solicitor, before he is 
qualified to be called to the bar, must be struck off the 
rolls, and then, having entered as a student, eat his 
dinners during twelve terms of three years, as other 
students do. In other words, there must be an interval 
of three years between his ceasing to practise as a 
solicitor and beginning to practise as a barrister. No 
one but a person of substance can afford to give up 
bread-winning for three years, and few solicitors, 
therefore, are able to get to the bar. After detailing 
the steps which had been taken by the council, 
the president said:—My conclusion is that if the 
Inns of Court persist in their refusal to repeal the re- 
strictive regulations, and to pass one under which the - 
solicitor of standing who has been struck off the roll cak 
at once present himself for the bar final examination, we 
shall have no difficulty in getting this enacted by 
Parliament. 

Another question which has arisen, and is to be 
dealt with in our Bill, is the right of solicttore 
to be heard at quarter sessions, which is some- 
times conceded and sometimes refused. The general 
practice is to deny audience to a solicitor when there 
is a sufficient bar in attendance. The right of the 
bar to the monopoly of advocacy is not founded om 
legislation. It has been the rule of the superior courts 
during the time of legal memory. In courts inferior it 
does not prevail. In courts of petty sessions, in county 
courts, the solicitor is heard whether or no a bar be 
present. In the Court of Bankruptcy, which may 
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be termed an intermediate court, the solicitor 
is also heard. The Courts of Quarter Sessions 
may, perhaps, be classed in the same degree. 
I have already alluded to the idea of joining the two 
brauehes of the legal profession, and have given reasons 
for thinking that this will never be carried into effect. 
I hope that the question of the audience of solicitors will 
also remain unaltered. We have some advantages over the 
bar; in particular, the monopoly of direct communica- 
tion with the client. The barrister must only act on 
instructions from a solicitor. If we want to encroach 
on the rights now enjoyed by them, they may require 
in return to encroach on our rights. I advocate the 
omission of this head of our Bill. 

One more question is proposed to be dealt with in our 
Bill, that of the power of dispensing with the prelimi- 
nary examination in general knowledge. This power 
is now vested in any one of the chiefs of the Queen’s 
Bench, Common Pleas, and Exchequer Divisions, and 
in the Master of the Rolls. Its exercise has for the 
most part, if not altogether, been confined to the clerks 
of solicitors who have faithfully and honestly and 
diligently acted as such for ten years, and whose service 
under articles may, under the Solicitors Act, 1860, be 
for three years only. Numerous instances having oc- 
curred in which, in the opinion of the council, dispensing 
orders had been obtained without sufficient reason, a 
memorial was, in 1867, addressed to the judges, and a 
deputation had an interview with them. Their lordships 
intimated that at first some laxity was allowable, but that 
after ten years had elapsed dispensations would only be 
granted on very special grounds, and that in future 
the council should be consulted on doubtful cases. 
As dispensations continued to be granted with fre- 
quency, without reference to the council, the chiefs 
and the Master of the Rolls were reminded of 
the promise of 1867. The reply was that, as a 
general rule, the council should be consulted. This has 
been done occasionally, but out of 250 orders made in 
the last three years, the Chief Baron has granted 210 
without any reference to the council, and, as they 
believe, almost as of course. There is a general feeling 
in the profession that a far too liberal construction has 
been put upon the power ofexemption. It is considered 
that a preliminary educational test should be required 
in all cases. The prescribed examination is of a very 
simple and elementary character, and cannot reasonably 
be i an excessive demand upon any one desirous 
of entering a learned profession. The general excuse of 
the ten years’ clerk is that he has not the leisure for 
study. The reply is that if he cannot prepare himself 
for such an examination he is not fit for admission. 
There may be individual cases where special circum- 
stances may render some modification desirable—as, for 
instance, the dispensing with one of the required lan- 
guages. The council think that they are best qualified 
to exercise such a power, with an appeal from their 
decision, and their Bill contains such a provision, the 
appeal being to the Master of the Rolls. Lord Chan- 
cellor Cairns, in the interview of February 1880, ex- 
pressed a favourable opinion of the proposal. 

I heve as yet spoken of our profession generally. Let 
me now say a few words as to this our eociety, The 
calendar which we are about to publish will give a 
bistory of our origin and constitution. Union in all 
cases is a source of strength. Until the formation of 
the society there was virtually no union—certainly no 
general union. In London, I believe the only attempt 
to come together was made by the predecessors of the 
sochety called the Lowtonians. An old attorney named 
Lowton, 0 the story goes, sitting in the attorney's well, 
fell into conversation with the attorney on the other 
side, alter the cause in which they were engaged had 
been tried. The talk soon got to the cause, and they 
agreed that if they had met together and had o friendly 
talk at an earlier period the dispute would have been 
settled without trial. Mr. Lowton, on this, founded the 








dine, brought together those who had a common 

Our society was formed about 1827. I can speak 
dates, for our building was completed just before I 
articled, and I was among the first who attended 
lectures, and passed the final, thea the only exai 
And now it is a source of the most intense gratification 
to me, that having attained to the high honour of the 
chair, I can, as it were, grasp the whole of the 
existence into the compass of my own knowledge, anj 
survey in memory the successive steps by which it hag 
attained its present proud position. I here declare the 
deep obligation I feel towards what I venture to call my 
alma mater. Of one thing only do I express regret, 
and this is, that out of the 12,500 solicitors of England 
and Wales, a fourth only are members of the society, 
We do not want funds, and it is beneath the dignity of 
our position to make any canvass. So we merely say i 
the three-fourths who do not belong to us: You are not 
doing justice to yourselves or the society by 
yourselves aloof. We are working for the common 
benefit—you reap the fruit of our labour, and yet ad 
not join us. 

After some observations on the increasing evidence 
of union between the town and country solicitor, the 
president concluded :-— 

Gentlemen, I have thus endeavoured to glance at our 
system of education—at some of the duties of our pro. 
fession—and at some of the rights which have not ye 
been accorded to us. My main object has been to 
forward the tone of moral elevation which has long bee 
in progress amongst us, and the tendency of which & 
still onwards and upwards. The solicitor, comprising in 
that now sole distinguishing word all that the attorney 
once was, used to be defined as the representative of the 
client, to bring and defend actions for him, and to be 
put in his place to manage his matters of law, using due 
care, skill, and integrity. This definition is still correct. 
But the opprobrium which once accompanied the name of 
attorney has vanished. All that is honourable remains. 
I doubt not but that in the future the position of the 
solicitor, and his services to the public, will be more and 
more appreciated. 

Mr. Witt1am Smiru (Sheffield) said he had been 
quested to take the place of the president of the Sbefliel 
Incorporated Law Society and move a vote of thanks toth 
president for his admirable address. It had raised them 
to what he might call a higher atmosphere, and the pres 
dent had maintained a steady flight throughout his die 
course, which was the result of great and extended obserts 
tion, high principle, and great ability. 

The motion was seconded by a gentleman in the bodyd 
the room, and was adopted unanimously, 

The Pxesipent thanked the meeting for the way @ 
which his paper had been received. 


Nexr Year's Merrine. 
The Presipent said the next matter for consideration 
was the place of meeting next year. It had been asl 
to mention this subject at this time, and it was competes 
for avy one present who wished to invite the society’ 
do #0, 
Mr. Howxerr (Brighton) said the Sassex Law 
had sent their ex-president (Mr. Williams) ent 
president (himself) as a deputation to the meeting to 


eighth annual meeting at Brighton, i 
There was no other proposition submitted to the meeting 


ap 
The motion was carried nem. con. 


ExaMINaTiONs AND THEIR Rewarps, a4 

Mr. G. RB. Dopp (London) read a Pet entitled “Ie 
amivations and their Rewards.” He first called attest 
to the preliminary examination, and proceeded;—I aa 
confess that I should like the entrance to the prof ad 
be exclusively through or after a public examination 6 
of our universities, but if nothing farther can be done @ 
duce the university authorities at Oxford and C 
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period of residence for a degree, as proposed at 
our meeting at Oxford, there is nothing whatever to pre- 


gent our raising the requisite examination, at least, to the 


of the “ Moderations” at Oxford, or the “ Pre- 
Examination” at Cambridge, or the “ Matriculation 
nation” at the University of London. With respect 
to the last-mentioned examination, it can be, and most 
frequently is, passed by a youth at the age of sixteen or 
seventeen, When he is certainly young enough to enter a 
tor's office as an articled clerk. Surely this should 
meet the objection of some, that valuable time is now, in 
their opinion, lost by gentlemen about to enter our branch 
‘ofthe profession by the necessary residence at the old 
aniversities, whilst such examination is, on the whole, 
nal to what may be termed the intermediate examina- 
tions at those universities, or what are better known as 
the Moderations at Oxford, or the Previous Examination at 
Cambridge; and residence at the University of London 
being unnecessary, no objection can be taken to it on the 
grooud of expense, Undoubtedly, both in France and in 
Germany the requisite examinations are higher than our 
own. In France anyone entering the legal profession 
most, after having had a liberal education, passes two exam- 
jnations in one of the six faculties of law established in 
hat country; whils: in Germany the law student, after 
having spent some years at the public school, must, on 
leaving, pass an examination in general knowledge, and 
then he is under the necessity of proceeding to auniversity. 
In Scotland also the examination is high ; whilst in Ade- 
laide, I am informed, no one can be articled to a solicitor 
who has not passed an examination at the university, 
which is understood to be equal to the Matriculation Ex- 
amination at the University of Londos, and which I need 
scarcely add is far higher than our preliminary exam- 
ination. Coght we to be content thus to be behind other 
countries, and even our own colonies, with regard to 
education ? 

After referring to the dispensing power of the judges, he 
continued :—I am fully aware that some are of opinion that 
too much attention is bestowed in these days upon examina- 
tions, and others think that we are now ourselves pushing 
them too far. We must, however, keep pace with the times, 
and whilst—to say nothing of the large amount both of 

al knowledge and legal preparation required from can- 
tes for the Indian Civil Service—the Public Account- 
ants, under their charter recently obtained, require from 
persons seeking membership both a preliminary and a further 
éxamination to be passed—the Institute of Actuaries has a 
high standard of examination, the Institute of Bankers also 
tequires for membership the candidates to go through two 
éxaminations (in one of which some legal knowledge is re- 
quired), and other professions are also instituting various 
examinations, we cannot stand still. It is certainly a matter 
for congratulation that the council now have arranged for an 
examination for honours at the final examination, but I 
sincerely trust that they will not stop there or in fact rest 
satisfied until the pe standard of the preliminary exami- 
nation is considerably raised. The first four books of Euclid, 
or Logic, should, in my opinion, certainly be added to the 
pretentrequirements; some knowledge ofchemistry and natural 
Philosophy would also be useful ; and something in the nature 
of prizes, or entrance scholarships, niight fairly be awarded 
at the preliminary examination, for at present there is no 
ent, either ny fever page or otherwise, for any one 
to attempt anything beyond a simple pass. At the inter- 
te examination some knowledge ot Roman law might 
be required, aa ponet in Latin from the Institutes of 
Justinian and Gaius be given for translation, The reader 
then referred to the scholarships and studentships now offered 
the Inns of Coort to students for the bar, and to the num- 
and amount of the scholarships and prizes the medical 
Profe:sion offers to ite students, 
¢ then continued :—I have always felt how very inade- 
quate were the prizes we offer for competition at the final 
@xamination, and as the expediency of our articled clerks 
pring more time and attention to their legal studies is 
Admitted by the institution -¢ examination for honours, it 
Appears to me that it woul’ » a favourable op 
them to do~ —_; establishing scholarships and 
studentships to be aw. ud at the intermediate and final 
éxaminations, even if we are not at present quite prepared to 
found scholarships for the preliminary examinations, With 
&n income of about £20, per annum, we could, I submit, 


rtunity to 





well afford to set aside a few hundred pounds a 

purpose to begin witb. It should be borne in mind that in 
round figures nearly a moiety of our income is 

fees received in various forms from articled clerks, whilst not 
half the ene _ fees is expended upon = 
examinations, t present we are practical ly reducing 
the mo e debt upon the Law Institution and the adjoin- 
ing buildings with our surplus income ; but I think it can 
scarcely be contended that this was the intention of the 
Legislature when section 8 was introduced into the Solicitors 
Act, 1877,’ which, after providing for payment of the fees of 
examination to the Incorporated Law Society, enacts “ that 
all moneys paid to the society in pursuance of this Act, in 
respect of the preliminary, intermediate, and final i 
tions, shall be applied by the society in payment of the 
expenses from to time incurred by the society with reference 
to such examinations, and with reference to the lectures 
classes and other teaching provided by the society from time 
to time for persons bound or about to be bound under articles 
of clerkship to solicitors.” It may be within the knowledge 
of some that I took an opportunity of bringing this pny 24 
forward at the annual meeting of the society, when our 
president intimated that the council had never deliberately 
considered the matter. One member of the council suggested 
sach scholarships might properly be founded by private 
individuals, whilst other members feared that the society 
could not afford to pay for the same. Even if there be any- 
thing in these arguments, which I cannot admit, there is 
nothing whatever to prevent our slightly raising the fees for 
the examinations, and a very small addition would produce 
a considerable income. Our fees are now lower than those 
required by other professions, and no one could reasonably 
object to the increase of the amount, say to the extent of 
£1 for each person, for the purpose of raising the fund, if 
the present income should be insofficient, for pa t of the 
scholarships which I now propose to establish. I believe the 
three examinations can be now passed at the cost only of 
about £5. The studentships given by the Inns of Court are, 
as I am informed, paid out of the general income, and with 
the exception of Gray’s-inn, they have no particular endow- 
ments. Whilst other professions hold out the inducement of 
scholarships and studentships, ought we alone to be content 
to have none, and should we be satisfied with simply award- 
ing the most successful candidate for honours at the final 
examination a prize of books, of the value of ten guineas, 
being far less valuable than the rewards or prizes given at 
very many of our large schools? 


Porunak Farnaciks asour Lawyers, 

Mr. F. J. Gray (Louth, Lincolnshire) read a paper en- 
titled, ‘‘ Popular Fallacies Concerning Lawyers.” He 
of the abuse to which lawyers had been subjected. 
Whilst the outside world had been willing to give law- 
yers credit for ‘‘learning,” it had rarely been disposed to 
accord the term “‘aoble.” He readily acknowledged, how- 
ever, that there had been a great improvement in this 
a within the present generation ; and he believed one 
of the chief benefits to be anticipated from annual i 
in the — was the recognition on the part of 
public of an importance and a social distinction attaching to 
this branch of the legal profession—a recognition which 
hitherto had scarcely existed to the degree which was de- 
sirable. He knew there still lurked in circles a petty 
dislike, merging sometimes into an almost bitter hatred of 
lawyers. He admitted with sorrow that there had been in- 
stances of flagrant, dishonourable, and dishonest practices 
enough to make them blush for their order, but in this, exp 


rien*e taught that the many suffered for the faults of the 
The vast body of solicitors in this country were doing as 
much to benefit their fellows as any class of men, 


in many minds towards lawyers asa race Was on the 
unfair amount of money which it was all was consumed 
under various pretexts, but all sammed up and included 
in that uncertain word “costs.” He believed much of this 
dread of “costs” arose from the detail in which bills of costs 
were prepared, and he advocated a brief aes tay on a half. 
sheet of ordinary note paper, In concluding, Mr. Gray 
urged as the best ie for removing misconceptions the 
divesting themselves as far as possible of the mystery and 
darkneas which some practitioners seemed to thiak so essential 
to their cloth to preserve; to take their clients more inte 
their confidence and treat them more as intelligent, rational 
human beings. 


He believed almost the whole of the rooted ae existing 
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Discussion ON THE PRESIDENT'S ADDRESS. 

The discussion on the president’s address and the papers 
read was commenced by 

Mr. R. S. Watson (Newcastle-on-Tyne), who called at- 
tention to the subject of examinations. He thought, after 
hearing the excellent observations of the president, that no 
one could for a moment be under the impression that there 
was any desire on the part of the members of the profes- 
sion to lower the character of the examinations. He could 
not say anything about France, but he could say that it 
was entirely fallacious to endeavour to reason from the 
education of lawyers in Germany to the education of law- 
yers in England. The whole was entirely different. 
There was nothing whatever in the education of lawyers in 

y to compare either with our “intermediate” or 
with our “pass”? examinations. Again, he should like to 
int out that it was misleading to compare their examina- 
tions with those of other learned or financial bodies unless 
they had a strict statement as to the nature of the exami- 
nations which those bodies instituted. For example, taking 
the question of medicine, or of exhibitions from the 
public schools to the universities, in both these cases 
there were schools to which the scholars and the 
exhibitioners could be sent. Many of the legal pro- 
fession hoped the time would come when there would be 
law schools in the big towns to which they could send 
their students; but until such schools were instituted 
there was not the same object nor the same reason for 
having exhibitions and scholarships connected with their 
examinations that there was for having them connected 
with the examinations for medicine, or with the exhibi- 
tions from the public schools to the universities. He should 
like to point out that supposing they had these law schocls 
existing in the large towns, then scholarships and exhibi- 
tions might we oy | be attached to the intermediate ex- 
aminations, but it did seem most undesirable to have any- 
thing of the kind in connection with the final examinations. 
What was the true reward of the good man who passed a 
good final examination? He partnerships or good 
clerkships immediately open to him. To give him a mere 
money reward would be an altogether inadequate thing. 
It seemed most desirable that the man who was just going 
to become the member of a learned and honourable pro- 
fession—that the value of his sign of merit should consist 
in the honour which should attach to it, and not in any 
mere pecuniary value. 

Mr. M. D. Oszatpgstow (London) spoke in warm praise 
of the president's advice to articled clerks, and hoped the 
address would be printed and circulated amongst articled 
clerks. The sooner this were done the better it would be, 

The Presipent said complaints had been made in previous 
years of the long period which elapsed between the meetings 
and the circulation of the papers. This year they had suc- 
ceeded in printing the papers already, so that the delay 
would be hardly anything. 

Mr. W. Cuuss (London) supported the proposal that the 
erticled clerks should receive copies of the address, and he 
hoped they would follow the valuable suggestions of the 

ident. 

Mr. J. Perry Goprrry (London) alluded to the 
restrictions on the caJl of solicitors to the bar. It 
was from the higher branch of the profession that 
the great offices were filled, That was higher branch 
of the profession; and a man becoming a one reason 
why they should be allowed to get into the member 
of the higher branch of the profession, after having 
had experience as a solicitor, must be better qualified for 
his than one who had not the same experience. Lord 
Se had stated that the restrictions upon solicitors 

ht to be removed. Now that they had a Lord Chan- 
cellor and a Premier who were favourable to them, it was 
not too much to say that the time had arrived for legis- 
lation on the subject. He then moved, “That in the 
opinion of this meeting the time has arrived for the Incor- 
porated Law Society of the United Kingdom to seck a 
| ose cour A eactment enabling solicitors to be called to 
he bar upon the bar final examination.” 

Mr. ¥, BR. Pauxer (London) urged upon the council the 
desirability of circulating the papers before the meetings #o 
that they could read them on their way to the meeting 
a In reference to the snggestion as to articled clerks, 

had to say that these clerks not be driven, The 
clerks first to learn to guide themselves, 


Beyond 















superintending the reading of the clerks he did not ¢ 
— itors could go much further. ir writing 
certainly to be improved. The council ought to insist 
men who could not pass the preliminary examination sh¢ 
not be permitted to enter the profession. It was too my 
a matter of patronage at present. In the matter of 
ment he thought that oer onan not to strive too much 
because the public would be against them. The public wen 
of opinion that lawyers were well paid, but they wer 
willing to pay the present fees. He then called attention 
to the Act of 1870, which contained very many admirably 
principles, which had already become dead letters. Jy 
taxing fees it was a positive fact that the skill of the profes. 
sion was not taken into consideration. He did not complain 
of the manner in which the ming 3 masters performed their 
aa he did complain of the fetters by which they wer 
ound. 

Mr. S. Day (St. Neot’s and Kimbolton) said, with regard 
to the printing of the papers and the suggestion that 
should be circulated beforehand, he hoped the coungil 
would be very careful in accepting a proposal of that 
kind. 

Mr. T. M. Gepp (Chelmsford) said he was informed that 
the cramming for examinations could not be abolished, 
He thought it most desirable that articled clerks should 
be at least a year or a year anda half at conveyancing 
work. He was sure that the scale of fees laid down 
the council was too high, and could not be adopted in the 
country. He condemned the practice of the selling of ad. 
vowsons, and being himself the owner of a living he conld | 
inform them that it had been suggested to him when that 
living was vacant that it could be sold to great advantage, 

The council then adjourned to luncheon, and on return- 
ing to the Catlers’ Hall, 

Mr. G. R. Dopp (London), in seconding the resolution, 
remarked thet with respect to articled clerks he found that 
it was a good plan to subject the clerks to occasional exa- 
minations, and to make them epitomize all letters in the 
letter-book. It appeared extraordinary that Lincoln’s-inn 
had the greatest horror of solicitors. There, a man must 
be presented three times in hall, and sign declarations that 
he is not an attorney nor a writer to the signet. He ma 
be a butcher or a baker, but not a member of these le 
professions. Why they should be libelled in this way it 
was impossible for him to say. He thought the time had 
now come for the law to be altered on the subject. 

Mr. J. T. Woopnovsz (Hull) expressed the opinion that 
Mr. Godfrey's suggestion was out of place, seeing that the 
council actually proposed to introduce a Bill on the subje 
of the calling of solicitors to the bar, and on other subjects, 
It was surely, in these circumstances, out of place to 
a resolution setting forth that the time had now arrivel 
deal with these subjects, seeing that the council had am 
nounced that they were going to do so. He suggested that 
it would be more important for the meeting to —_ 

leasure at the announcement of the council, and pledge 
itself to support them. 

Mr, F, 4 Munrton (London) expressed his high opinion 
of the president’s address. Without in the slightest 
degree suggesting that the papers which had been read by 
the presidents of the society in previous years had no 
been admirable, still this was the first paper of the 
character which the society expected would be delivered 
by the president at the annual gathering. He believed 
they would all a, with the president that the first 
matter to which they should give attention should be the 
attainment of a very high standard of legal education, 
They would all agree in that, but he asked whether the 
next most important thing was not the culture by which 
a man should understand mankind? He believed 
would find that the most prosperous lawyers were not 
those who understood the law of the land, but those who 
had been taught through their articles to mix with th 
clients and the business, so that when the business came 
to them they could at once tackle it. They often cam 
across men who had little or no technical legal know! 
but, from the admirable mannerjn which they und 
their fellow-men, could manage their business in more 
admirable manner than if they were fall of learning and 
knew little of that art which was sojuseful. In the pape 
on *‘ Popular Fallacies” it was said that the tom te 7 
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that room who would be inclined to share the president's 
nion that lawyers, right-minded lawyers, discouraged 
mn, He would, however, assert that every well con- 
ao ‘oad ane : as strongly - 
i inst tion when it was thought proper to 
ana Apart from this being a weal ond right thing 
+o do, in the end it was the most remunerative. Every one 
‘knew that a client who was advised not to engage in litiga- 
tion came again to the same Jawyer. Adverting to the ad- 
qission of solicitors to the bar he said that for ten or fifteen 
he had advocated that some arrangement should be 
made by which solicitors who desired, as he had desired, 
ghould be able to go to the bar. He was afraid he was now 
too old to adopt that course, having been kept outof it so 
long, but for the benefit of those who still intended to go to 
‘the bar he hoped the society would speak almost as one man 
-in favour of an alteration of the law and enforce the subject 
upon the benchers. He ventured to say years ago that the 
council had acted somewhat unwisely in allowing the pass- 
‘ing of an Act of Parliament which enabled the barristers to 
come to them as lawyers without their receiving a guid pro quo. 
He hoped some legislative action would be taken by the 
-council, and he suggested that each member should bring 
“pressure to bear upon any member of Parliament with whom 
‘he might be acquainted to obtain the end they desired. His 
experience had been that men who had gone from their side 
of the profession to the bar had admirably performed their 
“business, and this was a matter of public interest. In 
vonclusion, he hoped some course would be taken 
other than the polite course of suggesting to the bar 
that they should do the solicitors justice. The bar 
‘never would do them justice, and ke was glad to hear 
‘that the president intended to push this matter forward. 
He thought the resolution which had been moved should be 
‘withdrawn, and some such motion as this substituted, “ That 
this meeting is pleased to hear that the council purpose to 
Promote in the ensuing session of Parliament a Bill 
‘on the subjects mentioned in the president’s address, and 
wang pledges itself to use every endeavour to support 
. em ” 


Mr. Joun Cook (Hull) seconded Mr. Munton’s pro- 
posal. In doing so he took occasion to say that Mr. Gray's 
“popular fallacy ” about solicitors was a fallacy in his own 
‘mind, The social status of a solicitor was just that to which 
he was entitled. Ifhe wasa man of culture and integrity, 
he would have all the respect which these qualities deserved. 
‘Solicitors need not trouble themselves with the idea that they 
‘were insufficiently appreciated, for they would have all the 
appreciation to which they were entitled. 

Mr. T, H. Botton (London) adduced a case in which the 
dispensing power of the judges had been used most judiciously. 
A reputable and honourable gentleman, was, by the act of the 
judge in dispensing with the preliminary examination, thus 
able to take the position to which he was entitled. Still, he 
thought if the powers were transferred to the council of the 
Law Society, they would treat cases with more care than her 
-Majesty’s judges’ many duties allowed them to do. He con- 
tended that solicitors not getting to the bar was a grievance 
‘to the solicitors and an injustice to the public. He also urged 
that the responsibility of solicitors should be extended to 
members of the bar. At present the solicitors were respon- 
sible to their clients for neglect of duty, whereas the bar 
ould take plenty of business. The solicitors were the 
People who suffered, and the bar escaped scot-free. The 
£ouncil should support Mr. Lewis and other members who 
Were advocating the responsibility of the bar, and making 
them equally responsible with the solicitors. 

The Presipenr then put the resolution, ‘That the 
address of the president, containing as it does valuable ad- 
vice for articled clerks, be published for their use, and 
direulated among them.’’—This was carried unanimously. 

Mr, Godfrey's resolution was withdrawn in favour of the 
Proposition of Mr. Munton which was carried. 


County Court Rrrorm, 

Mr. F, D, Lownpss (Liverpool) then read a paper on 
“The Improvement of the County Courts.” He alluded to 
the improvements in the administration of justice, suggested 
by the Attorney-General in the House of Commons on the 
2let of March, 1879, considered in conjunction with Mr. 
Oowen’s scheme for district courts of the High Courts of Jus- 

and Mr. Norwood’s for the extension of the jurisdiction 
of county courts, In March last the prosent Attorney- 











General drew the attention of the House of Commons to the 
improvenients required in the administration of justice, sug- 
gesting that measures ought to be adopted to provide some 
peedy, ¢fficient, and less expensive mode of admini 

ustice than now prevails. Mr. Lowndes said he 

that the scheme suggested by the Attorney-General, with 
some few slight tions, would not only give increased 
facilities for the dispatch of both civil and criminal business 
in the provinces, but would enable continual sittings of the 
Court of Appeal and permanent sittings at Nisi Prius to be 
held in London. He then considered the proposals by Mr. 
Norwood for giving unlimited jurisdiction to the county 
courts and by Mr. Cowen for the formation of district 
courts of the High Court of Justice. He then mE 
gested that a complete scheme could be made if 
Henry James’s proposal were carried out, and parts 
of Mr. Norwood’s and Mr, Cowen’s schemes were added to 
it; if the county courts were constituted a division of the 
High Court of Justice, with the practice and procedure in 
all actions above £20, with a reduced scale of fees and 
charges in actions between £20and £50. This, he said, has- 
been in use inthe Court of Passage of Liverpool for some 
time, and the rules were approved by three judges of the 
High Court. The scale of costs gives a fair rate of remunera- 
tion to solicitors. Above £50 the High Court scale might 
be allowed, and I would suggest that a suitor should be 
allowed to have a jury of twelve if he desiredit. Asa 
part of the measure, it might be provided that in all actions 
in other divisions of the High Court where the amount in- 





-volved is under (say) £200, the court or judge, on applica- 


tion of either party, shall, after the close of the pleadings, 
have power to order any action to be tried in the 

court division, thus practically finding in all the large 
towns a constantly sitting court to dispose of two-thirds of 
the actions at present tried in the superior courts. Another 
matter which, although one of detail, I think important, is 
that I think it would be desirable that the more 
important cases should be heard by the county court 
judge sitting in the Nisi Privs Court, when practicable, 
to remove any prejudice from the minds of solicitors, 
and to give increased dignity to the court. 
I understand the Attorney-General’s scheme to include the 
abolition of divisional courts for the purposes of ap 
motions, for new trials, &c., and the substitution = the 
Court of A 1. As it will be probably necessary a 
third division of the Court of ‘spell should sit, I would 
suggest that the Lords Chief Justices, Lord Chief Baron 
(and the President of the Probate Division, if necessary), 
should sit in the Court of Appeal, and that the judges of 
the Court of Appeal for the future should not go circuit. 
I would suggest following out the Attorney-General’s 
proposed scheme of centres, and that Manchester, Liver- 
pool, Leeds, and Birmingham should be four centres, and 
that Cumberland and Westmoreland should be included in 
the Manchester centre, Chester and North Wales in 
Liverpool, and Northumberland and Durham in Leeds, and 
the counties of Stafford, Salop, Worcester, Derby, Lei- 
cester, Nottingham, Lincoln, and Rutland in Birmingham. 
In reference to the Attorney-General’s suggestion as to 
whether the judges should hold a criminal sitting or not 
involves another question, to which, in conjunction with 
my colleagues, the late Mr. Ward Hunt, Mr. Bateson, and 


Mr. Hollams, we drew attention on signing the final 
report of the Judicature Commission—viz., the 
principle of a Central Criminal Court could not with 


advantage be extended to other of the 
besides the metropolis, Mr. Ward Hunt suggested that 
quarter sessions should be so arranged that a in eae 
High Court might attend them and the trial of more 
important cases, leaving the chairman or recorder to 
dispose of the rest of the business. Upon this point, 
moreover, it should be borne in mind that the reason for 
adhering to the county divisions has been robbed of a good 
deal of its force by the Treasury now nearly the 
whole of the costs of prosecutions, as as by the Prisons 
Act ; and further, it may well fit in with the development 
of the office of public prosecutor, by leading to the appoint- 
ment of a deputy public prosecutor for certain 
and so tend to further saving of expense in the conduct 
prosecutions. Now if this were carried out ram ve bed 
the judges, so that all the principal towns included in 
contres were visited four times a year, the cireuits to 
be provided for would be the Oxford (deprived of Worcester, 


i 


of 
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Stafford, and Shrewsbury, for which might be substituted 
Aylesbury, Bedford, and Northampton, as the remaining 
a the Midlend Circuit would be included in the 
Woe at er Western, pisses esr ‘ on a 
at present requiring seven judges; but i e 
jurisdiction of quarter jinltins were enla as sug- 
gested, and power given to send cases where the 
amount involved is under £200 to the county court, 
I should expect one judge on each circuit, or four judges 
in all, would be able to dispose of all the business. 
There are a few other suggestions which I would add to 
the ge Pe . To “or ot present — 
plaint as to inter als, I would suggest the 
establishment of a eae cows, before which all 
questions of practice arising on interlocutory applications 
and reviews of taxations of costs, in whatever division, 
should be brought, and that this court should sit daily, 
cases being called on in order ; the judge who presided 
court being relieved from going circuit. This 
to uniformity in practice and to the adoption 
scale of costs, so that at no distant date the taxa- 
jon of costs might take place before one set of officers 
instead of the present divisions being maintained. The 
~General did not allude to the trial of actions in the 
Chancery or Admiralty Division at the centres, but I pre- 
sume he did not intend to exclude them. I would venture 
to go a point further, and to include probate and divorce 
cases, where the latter involve merely the issue of whether 
or not adultery had been committed. The objection of the 
possibility of prejudice is absurd where the community is 
so large as at the proposed centres; and whilst the punish- 
ment to the guilty parties it greater, the expense to the 
suitors would be greatly reduced by not having to take all 
the witnesses to London. 


Fire Insurance Conpirions. 
A , entitled ‘‘ Fire Insurance, Conditions affecting 
the Interests of Mort and Lessors,” was read by 
ie. T. G. Greson (Newcastle-on-Tyne). He said :— 


late Lord St. Leonards gives the following advice : 
‘ Very few policies against fire are so framed as to render 
company legally liable. Generally the propert 


inaccurately described with reference to the condi- 
tions under which you insure, They are framed by 
the company, who probably are not unwilling to have 
a legal defence a aoa any claim, as they intend to 
pay what they a just claim without taking 
advantage of any technical objection, and to make use of 
their defence only against what they may believe to be a 
fraud, altboogh they may not be able to prove it. But 
do not rely upon the moral feelings of the directors. As- 


ceseaty, having regard to the generally fair and honourable 
intentions of insurance companies and their directors. To 
others no such justification or apology will be deemed 
for the following observations :—In the year 
1876 the attention of the committee of the Newcastle Law 
Society wes drawn to the following condition, which ap- 
pears to have been adopted by the offices belonging to 
the Association of Fire —— ce na some four se five 
years previously, viz.:—‘‘If at the time of any loss or 
damage happening to any property hereby insured there 
be any subsisting insurance or insurances, whether effected 
insured or by any other person covering the same 
iety shall not be liable to pay or contri- 
aaies “ this aa ra oot mid 
upon ecndition in their An- 
the Committee remarked that it had been 
they feared with considerable show of 
ret mortgagee, whose security was insured 
containing the above condition, might find his 
ly altered and impaired by the act of other 
his ge, and over whose actions he 
have no control, For instance, suppose a 
£1,000 be for £600 and insured in 


, it wae then suggested, might find, in case 
destraction of the property by fire, that instead 
of recovering £600 upon his policy, as be would naturally 





expect to do, he would only recover six sixteen 
£1,000, or £375, whilst the remainder of the loss fag 
payable to the mortgagor or parties claiming under 

and entirely beyond the control of the mortgagee, The 
mittee farther observed that this was certainly not a 


ever contemplated by the assured, and although it might be 


conceded that the majority of the offices would not in 
tice act upon the strict construction of the condition to the 
prejudice of an assured who could have had no knowledge of 
the subsequent insurance, yet this could not be considered 
any justification for a slovenly and imperfect expression of 
what was really intended as the contract on both sides, 
There might, it was observed, be difficulties in the ex. 
pression of that contract, so as to meet possible and con. 
ceivable frauds upon insurance companies, but it was s 
the duty, and should be the object of the able lawyers who. 
advise the companies, to exercise their foresight and in. 
genuity in devising terms which would accurately express. 
the fair and legitimate objects of both parties, instead of 
contenting themselves with a confessedly imperfect ex. 
pression, which placed the insured in the position of havi 
to ask as a concession what they ought to be able to d 
asaright. It was admitted, however, that the importance 
of the questions raised upon this condition depended in 
some measure upon the construction which the courts might 
put upon it, and as this was involved in a cause 
raat, the committee considered that, attention havi 

een called to the matter, if might be allowed to ta 
until a decision had been given in the case referred to, 
That case, the North British and Mercantile Insurance 
Company v. The London and Liverpool and Globe Insurance 
Company, was heard before the Master of the Rolls, and. 
afterwards on appeal before the Lords Justices James, 
Mellish, and Baggallay, and is reported in 5 Law Reports, 
Hn ser Division, page 569. It was decided on grounds 
independent of the construction of the condition above: 
referred to; but the Master of the Rolls, in giving judg. 
ment, thought it —_ to give his opinion on the question 
raised upon it for the guidance of persons interested in 
these matters on future occasions. He stated that the 
policies were not well worded in this respect, and he con- 
strued the word ‘‘ pro ” in the ition as i 
not the actual chattel, but the interest of oe ama 
therein, although this compelled him to put a dif- 
ferent meaning on the same word in different parts. 
of the instrument, thinking it his duty to make 
it rational, and such a contract as persons wo’ 
be likely to enter into, and not one which would be an utter 
absurdity. The Court of Appeal agreed generally with the 
Master of the Rolls’ decision, and any danger of a different. 
construction being held by a court of law is ——. very 
slight, although, as the case was actually decided upon other 
grounds, the question might be again the subject of litiga- 
tion. This, however, is not the only danger to be appre- 
hended from the use of this ill-worded condition, for all 

ersons who effect insurances are not so astute as the 

faster of the Rolls, and indeed it may well be said that. 
few lawyers would have had the ingenuity to sug 
and still fewer the courage to advise a client to stand oub 
for, such a construction as his lordship put upon the con- 
dition in the case referred to prior to that decision. On the 
other hand, it would appear that insurance companies ignore: 
where they can the construction put upon the condition by 
the Master of the Rolls, and base their settlement of losses 
upon the, at first sight, apparent meaning of this condition. 
Thus, in a case which was brought to the notice of the 
committee of the Newcastle Law Society last year, where 
a mortgagee had insured a property for £1,000, and the 
mortgagor had subsequently insured it in two other offices 
for £500 each, a fire occurred by which the property was 
damaged to the extent of £525. Thereupon, in settlement 
of this loss, the mortgagee’s office paid him £262 10s., and 
the other two offices paid the mortgagor £131 6a, each. 
The mortgagee accepted this settlement without legal 
advice, believing not unnaturally that he was gettin 
he could legally claim in the face of the above cond 
Mention having been made of this case in the last annual 
report of the committee, they w 
tion of a meeting of 
and inform the members what 

ies do not insist upon the condition in 
result of inquiries addressed to all the 
insurance companies in Groat Britain is that 
do not insist upon this condition exactly, but two 
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‘adopt conditions which, varying slightly in form, are 

less objectionable _ Sass an eet ny The 
other five companies, viz., the Roy change Assurance, 
the Scottish ercial Insurance Company, the London 
Assurance tion, the Atlas Assurance Company, and 
the Emperor Fi nce Society, adopt corresponding 
conditions which, whilst they adequately protect the com- 
St Mcer-eeemnting te pinla; seeding, lense tho sigh 

of accordi i ing, leave rig! 

ofa or a lessor effecting an insurance liable to 
be prejudiced by a sanguine mortgagor or lessee, who may 
effect other insurances on the same property without his 
knowledge. A word to the wise is enough; and whilst it 
is admitted that insurance companies are entitled to frame 
their own conditions, it cannot be denied that the assured 
‘have the right to patronise those companies which offer 
the fairest terms and express their contract in the clearest 


Mr. C. H. Srawron (Neweastle-upon-Tyne) said he had 
received a letter from the Newcastle Fire Office, stating that 
they would alter their policies to make them agree with what 
‘Mr. Gibson advocated. 

Mr. J. H. Wane (Bradford) referred to the statute which 
bad reference to insurance, and which was to the effect that 

8 whose property was injured by fire, although not in- 
sured by them, may still require the insurance company to 
expend money in reinstating the building. 

Mr. J. W. Howzerr (Brighton) gave an illustration of the 
¢ase in point. It was a case in which a lessee entered into a 
-covenant to keep a place and leave it in good repair. The 
Igndlord insured to protect himself. The landlord insured in 
such a way that he could go and receive money from the in- 
“surance company, put it in his pocket, and hold the tenant 
liable. The only remedy for the tenant was to go to the in- 
surance company and use his power with them to compel 
the landlord to spend the money—which power they pos- 


Mr. W. M. Henpenrr (London) said he believed a case was 
decided by the Master of the Rolls about twelve months ago 
that where a contract had been entered into for the purpose 
of real estate, and the property was insured, and between 
the completion of the contract and the purchase the premises 
mere burnt down, but the vendor pressed for the payment of 
the purchase-money, and received the insurance money and 
4id not account for it in any way tothe purchaser. He 
thought this difficulty would be met by a clause in the trans- 
fer deed making the vendor trustee of the money for the pur- 
chaser on the completion of the purchase. 

Mr. F. J. Gray (Louth) said that a memorandum endorsed 
‘upon the policy by the vendor, assigning the interest 
over to the purchaser would meet the question which the 
previous speaker had raised. 

Mr. Bramuey (Sheffiefd) wished to say that after the 
Newcastle Society brought this matter prominently before 
the district law societies, the Sheffield Society considered 
the matter carefully, and they came to the conclusion to ad- 
‘vise second mortgagees to insure in the same office where 
the first insurance was effected. The society thought that, 
compe her change of legislation or policy, this was the 

method of meeting the difficulty. The society printed 
the advice in their report, and promulgated it among their 
‘members, He admitted the great difficulty that occurred, 
and he thought that insurance offices had erred a little in 
‘ignorance. 
TrapE-Manrks. 

Mr. Herpert Hucues (Sheffield) read a paper on ‘* Trade- 
“Marks and Trade-Mark Law.” He referred to the constitu- 
tion of the Outlers’ Company of Sheffield and its functions. 

ly the company existed at the present time as a 
mark grenting corporation, and valuable aids were given 
‘under the Acts of Parliament regulating the company for 
the nipping in the bud of any infringements of corporate 
‘marks which might be perpetrated in Hallamshire or six 

round, He believed there wasa distinct property in a 
‘Cutler’ Company’s mark as distinguished from a mere right 
‘to prevent anybody else using it. He suggested as desirable 
that any mark-holder should be able to obtain from the 
‘Outler,’ Company, upon payment of a fee, a certificate under 
‘the seal of the company and the hand of its master cutler, 


that any particular of goods marked with his corporate 
merk are genuine eld goods, itn Meghan ohare on 
to the in the law by the e-Marks Rogis- 


changes 
Act, 187F, and concluded by urging that any man who 








had perfected goods so as to become a credit to the couatry, 
should be allowed to retain with perfect freedom, and quick 
and cheap remedy in case of infringement, the trade-mark 
which distinguished the goods, the reputation of which he 
has with much care established. 

B. Wake (Sheffield) soe in praise of the paper, 
an 

The Prestpent asked the meeting to convey its thanks 
to Mr. Hughes for his interesting paper, and the request 
was heartily complied with. 


GRAND JURIES. 


Mr. W. Surrm (Sheffield) read a paper “On the Desira- 
bility of abolishing Intermediate Inquiry in Criminal Cases 
by the Grand Jury.” Considering the state of things 
which existed now, and the methodical preliminary inquiry 
in a public court, it appeared to him that this intermediate 
inquiry by a grand jury was in the present day utterly 
useless. It was also inconvenient, because it led to a great 
waate of time and increase of the costs of prosecution ; and 
also mischievous, as it not unfrequently enabled the friends 
of prisoners to defeat the ends of justice. When the 
regulations for carrying out the Prosecution of Offences Act 
came into force it might be assumed that the public 
prosecutor would not proceed with a case unless it was a 
proper one to be sent to a jury for trial. That being so, it 
became still more absurd to send the case, after such a 
handling, for a grand jury to investigate what might be 
termed the ‘‘ previous question,” viz., whether there ought 
to be a trial at all. 

In the course of the discussion which followed this 
paper, the PRESIDENT said he often sat on grand juries in 

ent, and therefore was not without experi on the 
subject. Although he agreed that very the inquiry 
before the grand jury was useless, yet there were cases 
now and then in which it prevented great injury. Indict- 
ments must be preferred at assizes and sessions without a 
previous inquiry before the magistrates, and it was not an 
uncommon thing for an indictment to be preferred when 
there was no case whatever ; and in such a case it would 
be a cruel thing to put a man on his trial before a jury. 

Mr. How terr (Brighton) supported the contention 
Mr. Smith, and gave instances from his own experience 
where there had been miscarriage of justice through the 
grand jary system. 

In the evening the society were entertained to dinner by 
the Sheffield District Incorporated Society. 


On Thursday morning the meeting was resumed. Mr, 
J. M. Clabon, president, in the chair. The president’s 
Paper on Bankruptcy, left over from last evening, was 


Mr. Bernarp WAKE (Sheffield), said he had watehed 
the law of bankruptey for forty years. In 1840 
his father was one of the commissioners under the then 
bankruptcy law, and on one occasion he saw three com- 
missioners sitting in one room attending to one case, 
making it almost impossible for a culpable debtor te 
escape. The law at that time he believed was exceed- 
ingly good, and the legislation upon it since had been 
bad. It had enabled unscrupulous men to undersell the 
honest man. Now no man could go into trade under fair 
circumstances. He expressed concurrence ia the opinions 





advanced by the president, and advocated the sweeping 
away of present legislation and getting back to a better 
state of things. 


A resolution, proposed by Mr. Watrers (London), and 
seconded by Mr. B. Waxr (Sheffield), was i 
agreed to in the following form :—* That it is of vital im- 
portance to the interests of the public that the suggestions 
of the president and of this meeting with reference te 
the amendment of the law of bankruptey should be carefully 
considered by the council of the Incorporated. Law Society 
with a view to future early legislation.” 


Tus Law Socrsry AND PaRLiAMENTaRY RSPRESENTATION 

Mr. Grinuam Keen (London) read bt on “The 
Law Society of the United Kingdom liamentary 
Representation.” The subject, he said, may be conveniently 
divided into throe heads, or questions :—1l. Are we from 
our position in the State entitled to a distinct and direct 
representation? 2. Would such a representation tend to 
the public weal? 3. Would it be in accordance with the 

of our times, and of sound public policy ? 
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First, then, the Law Society of the United Kingdom holds 
important charters, and has confided to it, in a large measure, 
the government of that great branch of the profession 
which, throughout the kingdom, is applied to by the com- 
munity for advice on all legal questions. It isan examining 
body like Oxford, Cambridge, the London, and other uni- 
versities ; and, like them, it also now awards honours. The 
universities have their parliamentary representatives. 

Secondly, its council and membéfs devote great time and 
attention to all Bills in Parliament which affect the practice 
of the law—besides making numberless suggestions in all 
Bills touching the rights and remedies of the subject, and 
the transaction of the public business. It also constantly 
introduces at gay utility of which is evidenced by 
the fact of their finding their way at once into the statute- 
book. It is not necessary to enumerate the Bills with 
which we have had to do during the last few years, or 
those we shall have to deal with in the near future—full 
information on this head appears in the annual reports of 
the council to the society, and with which all who happily 
take an interest in the work, and attend these meetings, 
are familiar. From my own experience during the few 
years I have had the honour of a seat at the council, I 
should say that it is well nigh impossible for a solicitor in 

practice to give the full time that preparing and 
getting Bills before Parliament takes up. Consequently, 
a a great deal is done, there are many useful schemes 
ich die in the bud. When anyone has a measure in 
view, consider the time required to knock it into shape ; to 
correspond and consult about it; to bring it before the 
society’s meetings; then it has to pass the council (and this 
is necessarily a severe ordeal, requiring very careful pre- 
paration) ; then the committee of the council ; the prepara- 
tion of a report; reconsideration and final approval by the 
council. At length the measure is to go forward, and two 
or three members, for convenience, will take charge of it. 
Consultations with the parliamentary drawer and counsel 
follow, with conferences, meetings and deputations to 
statesmen and other dignitaries, ad infinitum. Well, those 
i of the measure have not done with it here, but it 
is at this point, I argue, that their labours might well cease. 
We have been much indebted to many members of Parliament 
for the warm and ready manner in which they have given 
us their belp, and those on our own council—Mr. Gregory, 
Mr. Dodds, and others—have given us very valuable assist- 
ance. Mr. Gregory’s services cannot, I think, be overrated. 
He, though a county member, with a constituency of his own, 
bas, in point of fact, been aleo member for the Law Society. 
y he may cry ‘‘hold, enovgh;’ and then, unless we 
insure the services of a member of Parliament close at 
we shall find ourselves in a difficult position. In look- 
the numberless Bills in and to which we suggest 
alterations and additions—and, in fact, watching the intro- 
dsction and progress of all legal and business measures—a 
member of Parlisment representing our body would find 
ample oceupation ; and although there are, of course, many 
measures which necessitate our secking the aid of particular 
members and statesmen for special reasons, yet even in these 
cases the communications constantly passing would be greatly 
facilitated by the assistance and intervention of our own 
member. Surely it would be a desirable arrangement that 
we should feel we bave the right to services which we now 
owe entirely to courtesy? In the slight way I touched upon 
the first head, I did not notice the great (though accidental) 
advantage to the bar of the two great offices of Attorney and 
Solicitor General. I merely desire to draw attention to the 
constant reference to those officials and the services they 
render; and I think it would be fouod that a member repre- 
senting our body would slso prove of much practical une. 
Here, too, would be the case of a member going into Parlia- 
ment mainly in the interest of his professional constituents, 
and of their cients, the public. 

Mr. W. J. Fussrxn (London) moved a rewlution urgi 
the desirability of the society wing directly semmeentel te 
the House of Commons, and requested the council to take 
= as they thought fit to give early effect to the 


Mr, G, B. Down (London) seconded the resolution. 
Mrz, B.P. Bncomnxan (Shellield), and Mr, Wu. Wavrens 
in A the resolution, but Mr 


Mr. Wisrexecruan (Stroud), Mr, Gov- 
and cher members urged that the 
y bad gt political power if they used it 


FREX 
feasicn 





rightly, obtieg that if they obtained the resolution 

pe th woul: introduce ito their range) . element of 
antagonism. On the suggestion e ident 

the resolution was withdrawn. iii. iif 


Lanp LEGIsLATIon. 


Tue Presipent read a paper on Land Legislation. He 
said:-—In saying a few words on the subject of Land 
Legislation, I shall not, of course, attempt to go over the 
ground occupied by the admirable and exhaustive paper 
which was read at Cambridge last year ig Bes 80 well 
qualified to deal with land questions, by his knowledge an@ 
experience, as my predecessor in the chair; nor will it be 
useful to go through in detail the suggestions made by our 
council for the amendment of the law of real property, 
which were sent to Lord Chancellor Cairns on the 23rd of 
January last; nor the Bills which he introduced in the 
first session of 1880, and through the House of 
Lords in the second session. But I shall try to describe the 
real wants of the country as to amending our Land Laws, and 
to select from the report of the Commons’ Committee on 
Land Titles and Transfer, dated 24th of June, 1879, and from 
the Cambridge address of Mr. Lawrence, the suggestions of 
the council, and the Bills of Lord Cairns, the remedies suited 
for such wants. Free land has been long a common cry 
among radical reformers. I never remember to have seen 
a definition setting forth exactly what was meant by the 
phrase. But, I suppose, that at all events it includes two 

reat objects—viz.: 1. Getting rid of entails. 2. Greater 
facility for land transfer. The object of the proposed aboli- 
tion of entails is, as I suppose, to bring more land into 
the market ; but the market already swarms with land 
for sale. ‘‘ No man,” said Mr. Lawrence, ‘‘ 
of capital, and desirous of investing it in land, can be 
at @ loss for opportunities of purchasing, whatever be his 
taste or his means.”’ But settled land is not kept out of 
the market. Every settlement and will contains am 
power to the trustees to sell, with consent of the tenant for 
life; and, in the few cases where trustees have not the 
power, the Chancery Division of the High Court can autho- 
rize a sale under modern legislation. Some land is of course 
kept out of the market. But it is not so kept out because 
it is entailed. It is because the owner chooses to keep 
it for his own use and enjoyment, as he keeps 
consols. Everyone who has a sixpence which he cam 
fairly call his own longs to be a landowner. To buy 
land, to build a house, to buy a house, to have & 
garden and a field, are the objects of every man’s hope. 
The merchant wants a country mansion and broad acres 
on which to feed beeves and preserve pheasants, af 
a country gentleman. He cannot hope to be in the com- 
mission of the peace unless he can point to his land; 
and all these will keep their acquisitions as long as they can, 
and impress on their children the desirability of doing so 
too, though no such things as entails existed. Land only 
comes into the market when it has been bought to sell, or 
when deaths or reverses occur, or the owner aspires to some 
still better investment in Jand. To prohibit Land Settle 
mente, said Mr. Lawrence, would be “to frustrate the in« 
tentions of the landowner with regard to Me peieety) ” and 
that, let me add, without any public beneficial object. The 
Settled Lands Bill, which Lord Cairns passed through the 
House of Lords, but which was not brought forward in the 
House of Commons, was a Bill to enable tenants for life 
future settlements to sell, exchange, divide, or lease, as they 
pleased ; the money received being paid to the trustees of the 
settlement or into court, with wide powers to apply it io ime 
provements and re-invest in land. It was, in fact, a Bill to 
dispense with the consent of the trustees of the settlement. 
It contained fifty-nine clauses, but this was the sum of the 
whole. The operation of the Bill, if it had pened SS 
law, would have been infinitesimal. The market is now 
enough of estates for sale by trustoes of settlements, 
consent of tenants for life. The small increased facility 
might have brought in a few more, but not to any notice 
able extent. It is difficult enough to find buyers now. 
This difficulty would have been slightly i . 


The next point in advance of Lord Cairns’ Bill would 


be to make it applicable to 
future settlements, 
been dinatistiod with the 
the of ontail altogether would 
but the wall result of bringing a fow 

and then into an over-stocked market, 
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Tho land reformors would have — 
rosulte, Wayy 
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sf estates would still send them down to their children. 
spendthrift would sometimes be able to get rid of his 
estate sooner, but it would, with every fence of entail, have 
been sold in the long run. I conclude, then, that the idea 
of preventing landowners from doing as they will with their 
own, by the abolition of entails, would not benefit the com- 
munity at large, or any member of it, whether rich or poor. 
The other benefit to arise under free land by facility of 
transfer, is toa great eatent to be attained. The Committee 
on Land Titles and Transfer made the following, among 
other recommendations :—1. The abolition of the present 
scale of conveyancing charges, and the substitution for it, 
in all cases where it is cages of a graduated ad valorem 
seale of payment. 2. The compulsory use, as far as prac- 
ticable, of short statutory forms. I have already observed 
upon the first of these recommendations in my address; the 
second speaks for itself. But it would follow the adoption 
of the first, as of course, even without legislation. The 
committee also recommended the completion of the cadastral 
survey, and the compulsory adoption of maps. I cannot 
in this. It would have caused expense far exceeding 
any benefit in shortening description or proving identity. 
They also recommended the local registration of deeds. tn 
giving evidence before the committee I advocated this, 
under the terror of the Dimsdale frauds, in which a relative, 
being a trustee, had nearly suffered. But I have now re- 
turned to lifelong opinions. Mr. Lawrence gives the reasons 
against registration of deeds or of titles most conclusively. 
Lord Cairns’ Bill as to cuaverspeing and law of property, 
which, like his Settled Estates Bill, passed the House of 
Lords, and was not taken up in the House of Commons, 
deals with the shortening of deeds, and also with the fol- 
lowing additional matters, founded, in many cases, on Mr. 
Lawrence’s address, the a is sage of the council, and the 
useful paper read at Cambridge by our friend Mr. Dees, of 
Newcastle. I hope these may all soon be passed into law. 
3. The application to all purchases of stated conditions of 
sale, being much the same as the general conditions already 
wed, 4. Protection to a solicitor dispensing with an in- 
vestigation of title to the extent of previous investigation. 
6. Provision made for search of judgments, Crown debts, 
&e,, by officials. 6. Necessity for separate receipt on deed, 
or authority to receive purchase-money, abolished. 7. As 
to leases.. Rent and covenants to run with reversion. No 
forfeiture, unless lessee on notice does not remedy breach 
or make compensation, Mortgagor or mortgagee in pos- 
session to have certain power of leasing. 8. Abolition of 
acknowledgments by married women. There are other 
minor matters in the Bill, as to which useful provision is 
made, but it is not expedient, in this general treatment of 
the subject, to go into detail. I venture to express a hope 
that Lord Chancellor Selborne will take up and pass Lord 
Cairns’ Bill as to conveyancing and law of property, or 
something very muchlike it. I think it immaterial whether 
he does or does not take up the Settled Land Bill. 
“A Suggestion for the Settlement of the Land Tyansfer 
Question.” — Mr. Isnam H. E, Giu1, Liverpool, read a 
per on this subject. He said:—I take it for granted that 
Government, the public, and the profession, are agreed 
that the objects to be attained are—l. Security of title; 2 
Cheap and easy transfer ; and J presume that in the ensuing 
seasion of Parliament some measure will be introduced to 
endeavour to effect the above objects, Would it not be a 
satisfactory settlement of the question if the profession—1. 
cted the register; 2. Kept all transactions properly 
od; 8. Guaranteed the title of the registered proprie- 
tor, receiving for their remuneration one per cent, and dis- 
ements in respect of every proprietor registered in the first 
oe, and in respect of every transaction thereafter, the 
Government giving up their right to stamp duties ? Of course 
it may be said that it would be still better for the Government 
to give the guarantee themselves, and to take tho commission ; 
but I think it would be found that such an undertaking 
@ Government would not only entail on the Trea- 
& heavy deficit, but would also end in failure ; in 
experience of the last two Government ex - 
r 
attempting a third and more costly fiasco, How, then, can 
such an t with the profession bo practicable and 
profitable P to make it practicable to work 
aro as follows:—The kingdom, with somo oxceptiona, is 
now divided territorially amongst thirty-three provincial 
law societios. The excoptions would elthor have to be 
added to the neighbouring societios, or form socictios of 








their own. Each district I would hand over to the locab 
society, and thus you would have a most able, skilled, and 
responsible body of men in of their own district. 
They would possess a knowledge of the titles of almost 
every landowner in it, and have, probably, a better 
acquaintance with the land than the owner himself. 
Their first duty would be to construct the register. Where 
the Government parish maps were completed, they would, 
of course, work upon them; but where they were not com- 
pleted, they would have to take the best they could get im 
the meantime. Within six months every landowner (where 
no difficulties arose on the title) would be put on the register, 
and probably nine-tenths of the land in the kingdom would 
be disposed of. Where the registration could not take place 
on account of disputed pedigree or other difficulty, I would 
simply leave the property unregistered until an adverse title 
by occupation arose ; but where it appeared that 

were in possession without a shadow of title, I would have 
the property registered in the society’s name, to form a 
guarantee fund in relief of their personal liability 


on the transactions registered. For this 
tion, one per cent. commission, and any actual 
disbursements incurred should be charged, and @ 


similar charge should be made in respect of any future 
transaction that had to be registered. I suggest that the 
Government should give up all duties so as to afford some 
relief to the landowners, as otherwise any scheme would be 
adding substantially to the cost of the earlier transactions, 
without any corresponding benefit. I de not seek to deal 
with the details of a land transfer scheme; they have been 
discussed so often during the last five years that I think 
I may assume that whatever form the manipulation of the 
register takes, whether it be registration of title or of. 
assurances, that the society in charge will be more capable 
of dealing with it than any individual officer or body of 
officers under an. official Government system. It will be 
seen that I propose to make the society absolutely respon- 
sible for the register, that is to say, that if they regis- 
tered as proprietor a person who was not proprietor, and 
permitted him to transfer or incumber the property, the 
members of the society, individually, would have to com- 
pensate the real proprietor out of their own pockets. This 
consideration renders it necessary that the society should be 
composed of a sufficient number of responsible persons, and. 
the Government would have power to see that such was the 
case. The greatest danger, of course, arises from forgery. 
To make this as small as possible, I would require every 

deed to be signed before an appointed local member of the 
society in each place, and the identity of the person vouched 
by his own solicitor. The greatest difficulty to deal with. 
comer to me to be pedigree, and whatever scheme be 
adopted, so long as the register is to show title, this difficulty 

appears. Take, for instance, the Shrewsbury cast A. 

large landowner dies. A person claims to be his heir-at- 

law. The evidence that was given on the trial of the Shrews- 

bury case would not satisfy any registrar, although a judg- 

ment of a competent court was obtained, because every part 

of the long pedigree was not proved by strict legal proof.. 
If the successful plaiatiff is put on the register, at 

some future time another person may succeed iv establishing 

an adverse title. I would suggest, in such cases, a limited 

registry without guarantee. The next question is how to 

deal with the profits made by the society, If every individual 

member had the same amount of conveyancing business, 

or the same relative proportion of conveyancing busi- 

ness, to his general income, it would be easy, bat of course 

it will aa ay fact that some firms having almost -ex- 

clusively conveyancing business, will be heavy sufferers dy 

the change ; and I would therefore suggest the following. 

scheme for division:—That out of the payments for regis- 

tration, compensation to all firms to the extent of one year's 

conveyancing losses should be paid, and subject to this, 
that the profits should be divided in proportion to the 

business income-tax returns of the members for the time 

being on the assumption that the fature conveyancing busi- 

ness, if it had been left to the profession, would have gone. 

to those whose capacities enabled them to make their income. 

otherwise. 

Tho disoussion that followed mainly turned on the 
utility of registering deeds of transfer, Mr. Baawnay 
(Sheffield) spoke strongly in favour of registration, and 
brought up the A oe ya of the Shoftield Society on the aab- 
ject, which was that somo system of registration of deeds is 
advisable asa rocord of past transactions, and an impedi- 
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in the way of fraud; that attached to each county 
there should bea registry of deeds affecting the prop- 
in the district ; that a dictionary index of documents 
should be made, and that certificates of search 
given by the registrar at a low price. 

KE (Sheffield) was also in favour of registration, 
was followed om the same side by Mr. Issorson 
eld), Mr. Hvueues (Sheffield), and Mr. Dopp 


(London). 

Mr. Howzezrrt (Brighton) was <pposed to registration, as 

Mr. Watrers (London). 

. Waxurcrorp (St. Ives) said that the true solution 

i was the abolition of the doctrine of notice, 

ing, and consolidation of mortgages. 

W. Surra (Sheffield) believed that the unsatisfactory 
Middlesex i was the real index to what 
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F 
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it 


8 
pre 


J; 


Mr. Howlett had spoken. 
passed. 
Degvotvution or Reat Esrares or Inrestares. 
Mr. Hesry Brexs’ paper “On the Attitude of the Legal 
Profession in relation to a Alteration in the Law 


lend its influence im aid of the proposed ge to the de- 
volution of real estates of intestates to personal representa- 


Mr. W. B. Esa (Sheffield) believed that the abolition 

of the law of primogeniture would not touch | estates. 

it did he would not approve of it, but he thought it 

d be well to abolish the law in the case of small 

to prevent injustice in the distribution of the 
propeity im cases of intestacy. 

Prosate Dury. 


. Gzorce Tuarcuer (London) read a paper on 

* Probate Daty.” After stating the history of the duty 

ing the present law, he said :—The arguments 

in favour of the present system are these : 

debts ought to be allowed until they are 

and the executor may never pay them at all; second, 

cannot readily be ascertained immediately 

; thirdly, that the duty can always be 

on debts paid within three years of the 

does not really pay duty on debts 

ly the first and second objections 

found by making the executor give a list of lia- 

and She cane grail ts dgnebaiinat 

that although it coal “~ veil sedis “vthwcer ~ 

may sound very well in , it frequently 

ions great hardships in practice; as an instance of this, 
manufactarer i way of business, 


BES 
$< 


surplus duty of 
Government 


RUHL 


Ft ua 
it 





duty were to be 

cations for groun 

be endless ; and until probate duty can be paid 
period as legacy duty, viz., when everything has 
ascertained accounted for, the cule Sree 
retained. While upon the subject of i 

it may not be unprofitable to point out what may he 
sidered one or two defects in the present system, with 
hope that the publicity may be a means toward their 
amendment. It cannot at present be considered that the 
facilities for rectification are such as they should be; if 
ought to be the aim of the revenue authorities to assist 
the practitioner as much as possible in this. Cases of 
mistake constantly occur in practice ; on the one hand, ag 
asset may be omitted or undervalued, and an in ; 
rendered necessary, or an overvalue may be put, or some 
thing wrongly i and a return, therefore, has 
to be made; or-it may be difficult really to 

the assets, or their value, until after the grant 
is actually obtained and the estate realized. In 
all these cases the Revenue ought to make the 
titioner its friend, by the knowledge that if he chances 
to make a mistake it can easily be rectified, whereas the re 
verse is too often at present the case, and he knows that if 
too much duty is paid it may be a matter of trouble, verm 
tion, expense, and delay, in getting it back again; and if too 
little, it will be nearly as bad. Let us take, for instance, the 
case of an undersworn administration, and see what is te 
quired to get it put right. First, the administrator has to 
make an affidavit for the probate registry, setting ont the 
fact that the estate has been sworn under too small an amount 
and swearing it under the right one, and he and his sureties 
have to sign a fresh bond, or amend and re-execute the old 
one; upon this affidavit aud bond the registrar gives a cet 
tifieate that the proper additional security has been gi 
Then the administrator has to make out another affidavit set. 
ting out all the circumstances, and upon this and the cet. 
tificate the additional duty is received. In all cases of 
increase the certificate of the solicitor, and a balance 
sheet, ought to be enough; the mere fact of the willi 
ness to increase the duty ought to be proof of a good 

In cases of return, an affidavit and a balance-sheet as at 
present ought to be given; but the commissioners 
have power to extend the time for a return in the case of @ 
mistake : at present they can and do extend the time for 
return in case of debts, but unless the claim for return ob 
the ground of mistake is made within six months after 
discovery of the error, they have no power to entertain the 
application, or extend the time; it may be said that six 
months is plenty of time, but circumstances may arise, such 
as the absence abroad, or illness of the claimants, 

may render further time absolutely necessary. In cases of 
stamps or revoked grants, the rules of the Inland Revenue 










Office are especially hard; these cases are more frequent thas 


may be imagined ; for instance, it is supposed a man digg 

intestate, administration is taken out, pero pr 

will is found; or a will may be proved, and another of 

date afterwards make its appearance; in both these the fint 

grant has to be revoked, and a new one obtained. It 

be only reasonable to imagine that duty having been 

on the revoked grant, a duty paid stamp might be given fer 

the second ; bnt this is not so ; duty has to be again 

and the duty on the first grant is not returned in cash, buts 

warrant is given entitling the unfortunate applicant ts 

stamp of a similar denomination and amount. us 

as an illustration a case which occurred a few months 

A testator died of household furniture, 

seri pera in = oe and as ee house ; sing 
aph w' attested was found giving ev 

thee or wokgie ay Lepalaiin her sole execntrix; this wat 

proved under £806, and a stamp daty of £15 was paid; tt 

execatrix obtained a transfer of the scrip and stock into her ow® 

name. Some time afterwards another will of Jater date wa 

found, also in the handwriting of the textator, 

in respects to the previous one; ron 

same will, but technically it revoked the will 

bate had been 


the leashold house to prove it; the first probate wae : 
voked, then the latter will was proved, and the duty of 7 | 
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in to be paid; then a certificate was given by the 
that the first grant had been revoked, and that 
duty paid thereon ought to be allowed; then 
: tion had to be seh of = one ea of In- 
venue, supported by affidavi tthe former grant 
ms and a fresh grant obtained and duty 
in fact, setting out all the circum- 
notwithstanding the registrar's certificate ; 
commissioners gave a warrant entitling 
trix, not to the money, but to have a probate 
gamp for £15 if she happened to require such an article 
within a month. It should be stated, however, that, 
on a special application to the board they allowed 
warrant to be issued to the solicitor, instead of the 
executrix herself ; and in + oe cases, where the duty is 
very heavy, they will either py it, or issue several 
warrants for er amounts. all cases of this sort, 
however, all practitioners will agree that a denoting 
should be granted as a matter of course. There is 
no doubt the commissioners are occasionally defrauded, 
and are obliged to exercise great watchfulness ; but the 
to make a man deal fairly and honourably is by 
Tecling fairly and honourably with him, and to hold 
money back when there can be no question that it ought 
to be repaid, is calculated to afford a pretext to unscru- 
us persons to themselves, in their turn, withhold 
the Revenue money which ought to be paid. Surely 
the Government might repose more confidence in the pro- 
fession than it appears to do. No class of men have greater 
trustreposed in them by the eens public, and abuse it less, 
and where private individuals will confide to the honour of 
their solicitor, fame and fortune, surely the Revenue could 
do so when the amount at stake is only a few pounds, and, 
a8 before pointed out, it would be far more to its advantage 
to give every assistance and facility to the practitioner than 
to him with watchfulness and suspicion as is done at 
eel there is no wish on the part of the profession to 
ud the Revenue for the benefit of their clients, the 
ple desire is to deal fairly by both parties and not to 
the one or take from the other, more or less, than the 
tamount. One other point, in conclusion, and a very 
important one, and that is, the time of payment of the duty ; 
at present it must be paid before the grant is issued, and before 
the grantee can realize a y of the assets, not in actual 
cash ; too often he is placed in this dilemma, to get the money 
to pay the duty he must get the grant, to get the grart he 
must get the money to pay the duty ; it is like telling a man 
climb to the top of a house with a ladder which is lying 
ts roof. Except where the estate is very small few 
persons die leaving sufficient ready cash to pay funeral 
and probate duty, and the executor generally 
has to provide it out of his own pocket, or get the 
tolicitor to advance it. The period for payment 
heavily on the estates of the lower middle class, and when 
it is remembered that more than four-fiths of the grants 
ised last year were sworn under £2,000, it will be seen 
that it is a matter which widely concerns the general 
ty. Take the case of a professional man dying, 
a widow and young children, the only assets the 
id furniture, a few pounds in cash, and a life 
, where is the widow to find the money to pay £30 
or £40 for probate duty? and this case is not at all an 
tneommon one, A remedy could be easily provided 
— issue as at present, but allowing 
duty to paid at the same time as the 
duty, in fact add two and a quarter per cent. 
the legacy duty and the thing is accomplished; this 
be t relief, and fraud could be prevented 
} oer © present list of assets and checking it with 
rosiduary account, and taking a bond in probate as well 
as tion cases. Of course there should be a severe 
hment for all who obtained assets and did not pay the 
or furnish some good reason for not doing so, within 
a time. There is no reason why probate duty should 
Rot be put on the samo footing as legacy duty. 


Norton ro Trustees’ Sorrorrons, 
Mr, R. 8. Cusaver (Liverpool) read a paper on The 
Results of the Decision in the Case of TAe Saffron 
Building Society v. Rayner (L. R. 14 Ch, D, 406),” 
sald, it will scarcely be necessary to make any apol 

for inviting the attention of this meeting to a recent jut 

cial mn Of what so excellent an authority as 
Justice James states to be “a common misapprehension 


m the 
the execu’ 


E 


ac 





of the law.’”” Common, moreover, not among 
but among ourselves, Whether 
apprehension exists to the extent, and is precisely 
of the nature charged by the Lord Jastice, is probably a 
matter on which opinions will differ, but that the course 
of practice based on this misapprehension, which 
has proved disastrous to the plaintiffs in this case, is one 
extensively adopted by the profession, there cannot be 
much doubt. e fallacy which the Lord Justice a 
he has demolished is, in the language of his judgment, 

of supposing ‘‘that there is such a thing 
poe one on ree a ened 

not as a w e is employing to 
particular Games for him, either conveyancing, scriven- 
ing, or conducting an action, but as an official solicitor, 
and =“ ye soon annplapoll 0e6e eomuiniaar aaa of 
acting for him, or emp! to do ing for him, 
that solicitor is his agent to bind him by anything 
says, or to bind him by receiving notices or information. 
In the case in hand the question was as to the sufficiency 
of the service of notice of incumbrance of a reversi 
interest on the solicitors of the trustees, and the judgment 

se 

“There is no such office known to the law, A man has 
no more a solicitor in that sense than he has an accoantant, 
ora baker, ora butcher. A person isa man’s accountant, 
or baker, or butcher, when the man chooses to employ 
him or deal with him, and the solicitor is his solicitor 
when he chooses to employ him and in the matter 
in which he is so employed. Beyond that the 
solicitorship does not extend, and a man is not an 
agent for the purpose of receiving motice of an in- 
cumbrance created by a cestui que trust because he was the 
solicitor employed to invest the moneys, or even because 
afterwards he, for convenience, received from the mortgagor 
the interest, and handed it, by direction of the trustees, to- 
the different persons entitled to receive it.” 

After stating the facts of that case (see 28 W. R. 
681), the reader said: The facts of the case disclose an 
instance of what, as regards the action of the plaintiffs and 
the solicitors to the trustees is surely a matter of constant 
occurrence in the profession. According to common know- 
ledge and reputation, a respectable firm of solicitors act in 
the business of a icular trust. They are known to have 
acted for the testator, to have pro the will, to have 
invested money for the trustees, and received and paid over 
the interest on such investments, and, further, to have 
acted for the trustees in a chancery suit, to which the 
testator was a party. An intending incumbrancer of a 
share in the estate applies to them for information, and in 
their reply they state : ici 
of the late Johu Hardy,” 
been very well founded, and to savour nothing of misrepre- 
sentation. The incumbrancer was content, under the cir 
cumstances, to serve notice of his charge on the solicitors 
for the trustees, as—James, L.J., to the contrary notwith- 
standing, we must continue to call them—and it is 
hended that nine practitioners out of ten would have 
content to do likewise. Both, as we now learn—the one 
in serving and the other in receiving the notice—were 
acting under an opinion, erroneous in point of law, that 
the a een of the latter as solicitars enabled them 


a statement which seems to have 


slightest validity, it must be given, if given to a soliciter, 

to a solicitor who is actually, either expressly or 

impliedly, authorized as agent to receive such potioes,_ 
and,’ so says the Lord Justican, “I am of opinion 

that the solicitors in this case were not so author 

ined.” No pradent practitioner will, after this de- 

cision, trust anything to implication im seach matters; 

therefore we may @ thas part of the dictwe aa 

useless, and read it as laying down that express authority 

to the solicitor is easential to the validity of his acoeptaace 

of service of a notice. In the absence of euch express 

authority the incumbrancer muat be in a position te show 

“chat the mind of the trustee bas in some way deen broaght 

to an intelligent apprehension of the nature of owas 

brance which has come uv the property, 80 & Tee 

sonable man or an cay wales of dasiness woald 

act upon the information and woald 
conduct by it, in the execation of trast’ (Per L.C. Calves, 
Liege ¥. Banks, L. Ro 3 Ch. 488, These th 
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‘natives, it is obvious that personal service of notices on all 

the trustees of the property affected must henceforth be the 
rule, unless some satisfactory mode of avoiding the incon- 
veniences of such a course can be devised. Trustees, a term 
-which for this purpose must be taken to include mortgagees, 
to the number perhaps of three, four, or five, may have 
various residences, and personal service on each, either by 
the incumbrancer or his agent, would frequently entail 
expense disproportionate to the amount involved. Moreover, 
the process of personal service {pf legal documents of any 
nature is disagreeable to those who are unable at once to 
appreciate their purport. A reference of the matter to the 
solicitor for the trust becomes desirable, if not inevitable. 
with the result that his charges, if he is paid any, fall not, 
as they ought to do, on the incumbrancer, but on the trustee. 
*On the other hand, trustees cannot be called upon to give 
an acknowledgment of receipt of a notice. In short, on all 
-grounds convenience would dictate that the solicitor should 
be the medium of reception of the notice, and it would then 
rarely happen that the trustees would fail to acquire that 
«intelligent apprebension of the nature of the incumbrance ” 
‘which bas been held to be requisite on their part. The 
case before us affords an instance of failure of due commu- 
nication between the trustees and their solicitor, and it re- 
mains to consider how.the dangers of such eventualities 
may best be avoided. A suggestion that solicitors should 
‘arm themselves with express authorities from their trustee 
clients to accept service of all notices affecting the 
property of the trust would probably lead to no 
practical result, It would be requisite that such 
@ practice should ba invariable, or the benefits 
it was designed to confer -would frequently 
be found unattainable when most wanted. Perhaps the 
lessons of this case point rather to the recognition and ex- 
tension of the principle of the agency of the trustees’ solici- 
tor. Provided the incumbrancer be willing to pay his proper 
charges there should be no hesitation on his part, having 
regard to the convenience of all concerned, to undertake such 
agency. Ifthe solicitor be asked to accept service of the 
motice, it is customary to pay his charge therefor, but 
henceforth, at least, it will not be considered safe to regard 
the process as concluded here. Evidence should be available 
both to solicitor and incumbrancer, that each trustee has 
intelligent apprehension of the notice ; and if this be secured 
through the medium of the solicitor, the cost will fall on 
those who ought to bear it. The case has one more 
lesson. The solicitors for the trustees narrowly escaped 
‘being made liable in damages for the results of their 
alleged misrepresentation that they were the solicitors 
for the trustees. They escaped chiefly because the incum- 
brancers were partakers with them in the erroneous impres- 
sion that, because for previous purposes they had been 
solicitors to the trustees, notice to them was notice to the 
trastees. The safe course will now be to abstain from all 
representations of this nature, and to confine ourselves to 
the signification of our willingness to act as the agents of 
others for the purpose of communications with our clients, 
The result is not one which tends to magnify our office. 
‘The analogy of the shopkeeper is prayed in aid for the pur- 
pose of illustrating the nature of our daily employment. 
That time-honoured institution, ‘‘the family solicitor,’ is 
threatened with extinction. And thus we are fain to 
discuss how we shall with the greater decency shuffle 
off our ancient pretensions, and. conform ourselves and 
our practice to these, the latest judicial definitions of our true 
functions. 

Mr. Howzzrr (Brighton) in the interest of the profes- 
sion rejoiced to see this decision. He thought those soli- 
citors who received notices on behalf of their clients were 
indulging in a dangerous practice, and one which involved 
them in responsibility which, until this case was decided, 
they hardly conceived. 

Mr. J. N, Coompz (Sheffield) said there appeared to be 
a very simple remedy for this question. He should suggest 
that the person who had probate for the time being should 
‘be the person to whom notice of any incumbrance should 
be given, and that probate should be searched from time to 
Aime, like the registry was. 

Mr. B. Waxz (Sheffield) said that the practical result of 
this case was, that the advice given for long years to 
trustees, “‘ Never accept a trust and never act at all,” will 

. be intensified. He would advise a trustee never to act 
without a solicitor, for the responsibility was enormous. 


Mr. Coorzr (Manchester) moved, and Mr. R. R. Dy 
(Newcastle-on-Tyne) seconded, ‘‘ That the council be | 
quested to consider what course should in future be take 
in practice in consequence of the decision in the case of 
i 4 Walden Benefit Building Society v. Rayner,” 

e motion was carried. 


DerBysHIRE MINEs. 


Mr. B. Waxe read a paper on Lead Mines in Derbyshin, 
which elicited no discussion. 

The Presipent announced that the time had now ex. 
pired, and the two last papers by Mr. Blyth and Mr, God. 
frey would have to be taken as read. They would, of 
course be published in the transactions of the society, 

A vote of thanks was then given to the local society fp 
their hospitality, which was warmly received. 

Mr. Herzert Bramcey, the local secretary, whose name 
elicited great cheering, replied. 

Thanks were also accorded to the Mayor and Master 
Cutler for their welcome to town ; to the readers of papers 
and to the president. 

In the evening there was a conversazione and dance in 
the Cutlers’ Hall. 








Cases of the deck. 


PARTNERSHIP—RECEIVER—CostTs.—A motion for the ap. 
pointment of a receiver was made on the 6th inst, 
Moir v. Paddon, before the Vacation Judge, under the fol. 
lowing circumstances :—A Mr. Dicas entered into partner- 
ship with the defendant for fourteen years, and died duri 
the term. Notwithstanding his death, the defendant con- 
tinued to carry on the business, using the assets of the 
firm ; but it appeared that he had offered to give security 
to the plaintiff (who was Mr. Dicas’ executor) for what he 
alleged to be the amount of his testator’s share, but this 
amount was disputed. For the plaintiff, Harding v. Glover, 
18 Ves. 281, and Lindley on Partnership, 4th ed. 1011, were 
referred to, Lorp CoLERipGs, C.J., refused the motion, 
with costs, but directed a reference to chambers to ascer- 
tain the amount of the plaintiff’s share of the assets, and 
ordered the defendant to give security for £500 withina 
fortnight.—Soxicrtors, Hicks & Arnold; W. F. Stokes, 


Strream— Diverston—Po.ivutTionN— Riparian Ownik 
—On the same day the plaintiff in Richards v. Peilo Tw 
plate Company, Limited, moved to restrain the defendant 
from damming up, diverting and polluting a small stream 
in Glamorganshire, so as to interfere with the supply od 
water to the plaintiff’s weir. In opposition to the motion 
it was contended that, in the present case, the compaiy 
had only taken a reasonable quantity of water, ee 
regard to the purpose for which it was required. 
parties were riparian owners. Lord CoLeRmpcE, Od, 
said that the test of reasonableness as to quantity was nd 
the amount required by the abstracting owner, but the 
amount diverted by him from other owners, Uti 
the defendant gave an undertaking not to return aly 
heated or polluted water into the stream above the plait- 
tiff’s weir, and no order was made on the motion. 





The Registration Courts. 


Min Somerset.—(Mr. Hoorer).—Sept. 29. 
Claim in respect of sequestrated living. 


The Rev. J. H. Evans was objected to on the grounl 
that, as the living had been sequestrated, the whole of the 
profits and benefits arising out of it were ve the 
sequestrators, The reply to this contention was thal 
although the living was sequestrated the vi 
was not so, the latter being a freehold, and that the 
had no control over the -house so far as the sequ 
was concerned. It was elicited that Mr, Evans did at 
live in the house now, 


| Mr, Serel (Conservative) said Mr. Evans, who claimed 
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or a freehold house and land, might come back to-morrow 
ifthe liked. The sequestration did not affect the house, 


Tue BARRISTER said the point raised was new to him, 
hut he should allow the vote. 


TAUNTON.—(Mr. Hooprger).—Oct. 2. 
Tithe rent-charge. 


Mr. Trevor (Conservative) claimed a vote on betalf of 
Mr. John Chatworthy Aiken, a Bristol merchant, in respect 
of the forty-first share of a freehold tithe revt-charge at 
reech St. Michael, of a greater annual value than 40s. 


Mr. Cook (Liberal’ opposed the vote. It appeared that 
‘Mr. Herbert Meade King sold, on behalf of himself and co- 
‘trustee, Mr. R. J. Beadov, to Mesars, C. B. Hare, John 
Harvey, and Bigg, of Bristol.as representing forty-one 
purchasers, for the sum of £2,378, commuted annual rent- 
charges in the parish of Creech St. Michael amounting to 
the clear annual sum of £128 1s, 2d., and each person 
‘interested in the purchase was to be entitled to his share 
as from the let of January, 1880. It transpired, in the 
course of Mr. Cook’s examination of Mr. Meade King, that 
no purchase-money had been paid, and that, although 
interest had become due, and was payable on the 1st of 
January, none had been actually paid. 

Tue Barrister said this was fatal to the claim. 
Tt bad been laid down in Orme’s case (L. R.8 C. P. 
281), before the Court of Common Pleas in 1873, that the 
contract amounted to nothing unless there had been actual 
manual receipt of the tithes, and it was laid down in Had- 
Jield’s case (L. R. 8 C. P. 306) that actual possession meant 
possession in fact, incontradistinction to possession inlaw, and 
there must be an actual manual receipt of the rent itself or 
part of it. Being entitled to the rent was not tantamount 

. to being in possession of it. Claim was disallowed. 


SovutHwaRrk.—(Mr. Hurretx).—Ock. 3, 
Fictitious claims. 


Toe Barrister called attention to the forged or 
fictitious claims which had come before him in the course 
of his revision. These were confined to three parishes— 
Bermondsey, St. George’s, and St. Saviour’s—more 
especially to the first-named parish. He had considered 
these cases, but he had not as yet had time to give them 
such consideration as to enable him to say whether he 
should submit them to the Secretary of State. In the 
meantime, however, he had to request that the vestry 
clerks of the parishes named should make out and hand 
to him an authentic list of these claims, retaining 
the original claims in their own custody, so that, if 


custodians of them. If he found that there was sufficient 
in those claims to justify him in submitting them to the 
Secretary of State, the vestry clerks would, of course, be 
communicated with on the subject. In respect of the 
youth, Henry Jacobs, who was before him at Bermondsey 
on Monday, as one of the actors in getting up these fictitious 
claims, he certainly erred in ignorance, and was the cat’s- 

w in the hands of others more knowing than himself, 
ie was a very young man, of excellent character, and he 
(Mr. Hurrell) did not think the Secretary of State would 
proceed against him unless he saw that by so doing he 
would be enabled to*bring the actual wire-pullers to punish- 
ment. He wished, however, to have a list of these claims 
im the three parishes; and should ulterior measures be 
meade’ on, the parish authorities would be communicated 


The vestry clerks of the three parishes named, being pre- 
‘sent, stated that they would hand the Revising Barrister 
the required lists at once. 


Notice of objection. 


The claim of Mr. Edward Alcock, of 151, Fort-road was 
Abjected to on the ground that he did not reside there. It 
appeared that the notice of objection was taken to the house, 
but that the messenger, not finding Mr. Alcock there, the 
Paper was brought away. ‘ 

Mr, Parish (Liberal) contended that if the notice was 
Sent to the house, and the person could not be found, the 


same circumstances, would not leave a letter, which would 
be returned through the dead letter office. 

Mr. Barker (Conservative), that the notice of the 
objection had not been left at the house. It shonld have 
been left at the last known place of abode. 

Mr. Parish said he had two witnesses who had been to 
the house, and they were told that Mr. Alcock did not reside 
there. 

Tue BarristTEx said it appeared to him that the service 
must be personal, or it should be left at the last known place 
of abode. If the notice were taken to the house and brought 
back he could not see how it could be said to be properly 
served,—Mr. Parish: But if you go to the house the 
person is not there ?—THe Barrister: You could leave the 
notice under the door.—Mr. Parish remarked that the spirit 
of the Act was that a fair effort should be made to find ont 
the person and did not bind them to leave the notice at the 
house. —Tne BARRISTER thought it must be proved that due 
diligence was used to find out the person—After some further 
discussion, 

Tus Barrister gave the following decision:—Notice of 
objection must be personally served at the place of abode, or 
at the last known place of abode, and in the latter case it 
must be shown that reasonable efforts have been made to 
effect service, provided the service has not been made by and 
through the poss. 





@bituarp. 


MR. WILLIAM PETTIT DEWES. 


Mr. William Pettit Dewes, solicitor (of the firm of 
Dewes & Musson), died rather suddenly at Ashby-de-la- © 
Zouch on thel5th ult. Mr, Dewes was the son of Mr. 
William Dewes, solicitor, clerk to the megistrates at 
Ashby-de-la-Zouch, and was born in 1823. He was arti- 
cled to his father, and was admitted a solicitor in 1847. 
He had ever since practised at Ashby-de-la-Zouch, 
having been formerly associated in partnership with his 
father and with his brother, Mr. Charles Saunders Dewes, 
but more recently with Mr. William Alfred Musson. The 
firm had @ good private practice. Mr. Dewes had been 
for about twelve years registrar of the Ashby County Conrt 
(Circnit No. 20). He was also clerk to the Ashby and 
Swadlincote Local Boards, Mr. Dewes was an active sup- 
porter of the Conseratvive cause. He was a man of generous 
and charitable disposition, and had contributed liberally 
to the restoration of Ashby church, He leaves a widow 
acdfour children. He was buried at Ashby-de-la-Zonch 
on the 20th ult. 





MR. GEORGE BROWNE, Q.C. 


Mr. George Browne, Q.C., recorder of Ludlow, died at 
Calverley-park, Tunbridge Wells, on the 19th ult., after a 
very long illness. Mr. Browne was the second son of the 
late Mr. John Browne, of Hall Court, Herefordshire. He 
was born in 1825, and was educated at Jesus College, 
Cambridge. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple 
in Trinity Term, 1849, and practised for many years on the 
Oxford Circuit, and at the Gloucestershire and Herefordshire 
Sessions, where he long enjoyed a good share of criminal busi- 
ness, and since 1857 he had had a good probate and divorce 
practice, having been engaged in many very important suits, 
including the Chetwynd case, the Mordeunt case, and Sugden 
v. Lord St, Leonards, Mr. Browne was for many years a 
revising barrister, and also one of the board of classical 
examiners appointed by the Four Inns of Court, and he had 
been recorder of the borough of Ludlow since 1873. Three 
or four years ago his health failed, and although he re- 
mained at work as long as he possibly could, he was com- 
pelled to retire altogether from practice. In March last he 
received a silk gown from Lord Cairns, but since that time 
he had not appeared in court. He was married to the 
daughter of the late Mr. John Greatorex. Mr. Browne was 
a man of kind and genial disposition, and his death will be 
lamented by a very large circle of professional friends. 








Act cf Parliament had been complied with, and it was right 
Rot to leave the notice at the house. A postman, under the 
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MR. JAMES CROSBY. 
Mr. James Crosby, barrister, died at Georgetown, 
Demerara, on the 30th of August. Mr. Crosby had been 
for nearly forty yearsin the colonial service of the Crown. 


He was in 1806, and was educated at a private 
school at Greenwich, where he is said to have a 
schoolfellow of Lord Id. He then proceeded 
to Trinity College, Cambridge, where he uated B.A. 
in 1826. He was called to bar at the Middle Temple 


in June, 1830, and was formerly a member of the Western 
Cireuit. In 1844 he was appointed police magistrate in 
the Island of St. Vincent for the Kingston District, and 
he also at the bar in the pm In 3853 he 
became Speaker of the House of Assembly of St. Vincent, 
and pein acted as Colonial Heng = Bad he 
was appointed a stipendiary magistrate in British Guiana, 
and fy 1862 he became Immigration Agent-General for 
that colony, which office he held until his death. He 
was a member of the Court of Policy, and had acted as a 
i judge of the Supreme Court of British Guiana. 

uring Mr. Crosby’s residence in St. Vincent he was 
Lieut.-Colonel of the Southern Regiment of the St. Vincent 
Militia. In his capacity of Immigration Agent-General 
Mr. Crosby had done much to improve the condition of 
the Coolies in British Guiana. 


{ 


MR. JAMES FLOWER FUSSELL. 


Mr. James Flower Fussell, solicitor (of the firm of 
Fussell, Prichard, Swann, & Henderson), of Bristol, died 
at Abbot’s Leigh on the 25th ult., after a long illness. 
Mr. Fussell was born in 1819, was admitted a solicitor in 
1840, and had practised for forty years at Bristol. He 
first joined Mr. Charles Savery and Mr. Edward Clerk, 
and the firm afterwards included also Mr. Fosket Savery. 
Mr. Fussell had been for many years at the head of the 
ip with Mr. Charles John Collins 
is two sons-in-law, Messrs. Edward 
ames Henderson. He had an 

vate practice, and had for many years con- 
ducted the legal business of the Bristol and Exeter 
Railway Company. He was also solicitor to the Bristol 
Cemetery Company, the Bristol General Steam Navigation 
Company, the Bristol Waterworks Company, and other 
important local bodies. He waz one of the original 
members of the Bristol Incorporated Law Society, and had 
filled the tet ge ewng of that body. Mr. Fussell was 
buried 's Leigh on the 29th ult. He leaves a 
widow, two sons, and four daughters. 


i 
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MR. WILLIAM SALTER. 


Mr. William Salter, solicitor, died at Chard on the 18th ult. 
after a short illness, at the age of cighty-nine. Mr. Salter was 
born in 1791. He was admitied a solicitor in 1845, having 
been for many years a clerk in the office of the late Mr. 
Thomas Edward Clarke, to whom he was articled, and to 
whose practice he succeeded. At a later date he was joined 

Mr. Edward Ciarke, and Mr, John Thomas Bent Lukin, 
present mayor of Chard, but he relinquished practice 
about ten years ago, being then nearly eighty years old. 
He was « perpetual commissioner for Somersetshire, and 
had a large private practice. He was steward of the Manor 
of Chard, and was for several years clerk (jointly with the 
late Mr. Charles Benjsmin Tucker) to the county magistrates 
at that place. He was for several years a member of the 
Chard Town Council. In 1847 he was elected an alderman, 
which position he filled till his death, and he had been six 
times mayor of the borough. Mr. Salter had been twice 
married, and he leaves two daughters. He was buried at the 
Chard Cemetery on the 23rd ult, 


MR. ROBERT WILLIAM PARMETER. 


Mr. Rovert William Parmeter, solicitor, many years 
clerk of the peace for Norfulk, died at Aylsham, on the 26th 
ult., at the age of eight-five. Mr. Parmeter waa born in 
1795, and was admitted « solicitor in 1818. He wag a 


perpetual commissioner for the county of Norfolk, and had | the Peace for the Borough of Portsmouth, in succession @ 








a Jarge number of clients in the town and neighbourhood of 
Aylsham. He was for many years in partnership with the 
lato Mr. Robert Copeman, whom he succeeded in 1841 in 
the office of clerk of the peace for the county of Norfolk, 
He held that office till about ten years ago, and a year or 

two later he relinquished his practice on account of failure 

of health. 


eres 


MR. JOHN WATSON. 


Mr. John Watson, solicitor, of Dyers’ Hall, Dowgate-hill 
and of 22, Highbury New-park, died suddenly in Kenda} 
Church, on the 26th ult., from disease of the heart. Mr, 
Watson was born at Kendal in 1829. He served his 
articles with Mr. Christopher Thornton Clark, of Lancaster, 
and with Messrs. Johnson & Weatherall, of 7, King’s 
Bench-walk, Temple, and he was admitted a solicitor in 
1862. He formerly practised at 30, Coleman-street, but in 
1876 he was elected clerk to the Dyers’ Company, and he 
had since had his offices at Dyers’ Hall. Mr. Watson wag 
spending the vacation at Kendal. On Sunday, September 
26, he was apparently in good health, and he took a long 
walk in the afternoon. He went to the evening service at 
Kendal Church, and during the voluntary on the o 
before the service he was taken ii], and died in a few 
minutes. He was buried at the Kendal Cemetery on the 
29th ult. The sad event has caused great sorrow both at 
Kendal and in the neighbourhood of Highbury, where the 
deceased resided. He leaves a widow and six children, 


MR. WILLIAM GRAY. 
Mr. William Gray, solicitor, of York, died at Eller Close, 


Grasmere, on the 25th ult. Mr. Gray was the son of Mr, 


Jonathan Gray, solicitor, of York. He was admitted g 
solicitor in 1828, and had practised at York for over 

years. He was formerly in partnership with his father, and 
at a more recent date with his son. Mr. Edwin Gray was 
associated with him. Mr. Gray had a large private practice 
which had been carried on by members of his family for nearly 
a century, and he was the legal adviser of the leading county 
families in Yorkshire. He was a perpetual commissioner for 
the city of York and for the North and East Ridings of 
Yorkshire, and he for many years discharged the duties 
of under-sheriff for the county. Mr. Gray was a liberal sup- 
porter of the Church Missionary Society, and other religious 
bodies, He took an active part in municipal business, and 
he was Lord Mayor of the city of York in 1845. His death 
has caused a feeling of regret among all classes. He was 
buried at St. Maurice’s Church, York, on the 29th ult. 





Appoitnuturents, Etc. 


Mr. Danie, Travers Burees, solicitor, of Bristol, has 
been appointed Town Clerk of that city, in succession to Mr 
William Brice, resigned. Mr. Barges is the son of Mr. 
Daniel Burges, many years town clerk of Bristol. He was 
admitted a solicitor in 1862, and he has been first clerk ia 
the town clerk’s office since 1875. 


Mr, Tuomas Hewry Farrer, barrister, has been appointed 
a Magistrate for the County of Surrey. Mr. Farrer is 
eldest son of Mr. Thomas Farrer, and was born in 1819. He 
was edacated at Balliol College, Oxford, where he graduated 
second class in classics in 1840, He was called to the bar 
at Lincoln’s-inn in Michaelmas Term, 1844. He formerly 
practised in the Court of Chancery, and has been for several 
years principal secretary to the Board of ‘I'rade, 


Mr. Witi1amM Francis Frvtason has been appointed s 
Revising Barrister. Mr. Finlason isa graduate of T 
College, Dublin. He practised foraseveral years as a 
pleader, and he was called to the bar at the Middle T 
in Michaelmas Term, 1851, He is a member of the 
Eastern Circuit. 


Mr. Ricuany Wittsam Fonp, solicitor and notary, # 
Portsmouth, Gosport, and Havant, bas been elected Clerk of 
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his brother, the late Mr. H Ford. Mr. R. W. Ford is 
glicitor to the Portsmouth and Ryde Steam Packet Com- 
the Portsmouth Waterworks Company, and the 

ier Streets Tramway Company, and he was till 
gecently alderman for the borough. He was admitted a 
wicitor in 1848, and is in partnership with his son, Mr. 


Douglas Morey Ford. 
Mz. Wim Tuomas Greznnow, barrister, has been 
ted Judge of County Courts for Circuit No. 14, i in suc- 
cession to Serjeant Henry Tindal Atkinson, who has been 
to Circuit No. 55. Mr. Greenhow was educated 
at University College, London, and he graduated LL.B. of 
the University of Toniien in 1852. He was called to the 
bar at the Middle Temple in Easter Term, 1854. He is a 
member of the North-Eastern Circuit, and he has been 
recorder of the borough of Berwick -upon-Tweed since 

1870, 


Mr. Eyre Luovrn, barrister, who has been appointed 
Secretary to the Knaresborough Election Commission, was 
ealled to the bar at the Inner Temple in Hilary Term, 
1859. He practises on the South-Eastern Circuit. 


Mr. Joun Tuomas Bent Lux, solicitor (of the firm of 
‘Olarke & Lukin), of Chard, has been elected an Alderman 
for that 5 Mr. Lukin is mayor of Chard for the 

nt year. e was admitted a solicitor in 1850, and is 
¢lerk to the county magistrates. 


Mr. Kenneru Augustus Muir Mackenziz, barrister, has 
been appointed Principal Secretary to the Lord Chancellor, 
in succession to Mr. Ralph Charlton Palmer, who has been 
a clerk of the Crown in Chancery. Mr. Mackenzie 
is the third son of the late Sic John Muir Mackenzie, 
baronet, and was born in 1845. He was educated at the 
Charterhouse and at Balliol College, Oxford, where he 
graduated second class in classics in 1868. He was called to 
the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Easter Term, 1873. 


Mr. Grorce Bevertey Smiru, solicitor, of Salisbury, has 
been elected Secretary to the Salisbury Infirmary, in succes- 
sion to Mr. Philip Watson Ottaway, resigned. Mr, Smith 
is the son of Mr. George Smith, solicitor, coroner, and 
treasurer for the city of Salisbury, and he was admitted a 
solicitor in 1878. 






DISSOLUTIONS OF PARTNERSHIPS. 
Henry Joun Davis and Freperick Joun Justice, solici- 
tors, Newport, Monmouth (Davis & Justice). The business 
will in future be carried on by the said Henry John Davis 
alone. Oot. 1. 
Morris Cuartes Jones, Ropert Paterson, Morris Pat” 


ERsoN JONES, and RosBerr Parerson, jun., solicitors, 
Queen’s-buildings, Dale-street, Liverpool (Jones, Paterson, 
& Co.). So far as regards the said Morris Charles 
Jones only. Robert Paterson, Morris Paterson Jones, and 
Robert ene, jan., will continue to carry on the said 
bosiness. Oct. 1 


Grorce Rar ‘ash Henry Tuompson, solicitors and con- 
‘veyancers, Liverpool (Rae & Thompson), Henry Thomp- 


son will continue the said business in bis own name. 


[ Gazette, Oct. 5, 1880.] 


Sept, 30. 








Companies. 


WINDING-.UP NOTICES. 


Joint Srock Companizs, 
Luwirep rin CHANCERY, 
Bast Cawwocox Contrery Company, Limrrey,—Petition for winding 
Nr presented Sept 30, directed to be heard before the M.R. on 
ov 6, Duignan and Smiles, Bedford row, agents for Duignan, 
illiams, and Elliot, Walsall, solicitors the petitioner 


Huit Okun anv Lime Works, Liwrren.—Petition for winding up, 
presented opt: 13, directed to be heard kefore the M.R. on Nov. 6 
an te, Poultry, agenta for Thorp and Firth, Kingaton. 
upon-Hull, solicitors for the —% | company 
Nour Bucxuwy Contreey anv Fixe Brick Conary sey 9 - 
By an onder made by Pollock, B., sitting as vacation Judge, datec 
Bept 8, it was ordered that of the ion 


the voluntary winding up 





pany be continued. Layton and Jacques, Ely 
Remsen toe, Lenattier and. Wright: Si, Bo eo Bag mye 


OssEIn  — Company, Liwirep.—By an order made the 
Lord Chief Justice of the Common Pleas, dated Sept 22, it was 
ordered that the company be wound re. Michael Abrahams and 

Co., Old Jewry, solicitors for the said petitioner 

[ Gazette, Oct. 1.} 


Bayx ayp Mercantite Suprpry Association, Lisrrep,—Creditors 
are required, on or before Nov 5, to send their names and ad- 
dresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles 
J. Finsbury circus 

East Cannock Couiisexy ¢ Coes, Luorep.—Petition for wind- 
ing up, presented Sept 30, to be heard before the M.R. 
= Nov 6. Duignan and Smiles, Bedford row, oy peer Duignan, 

wis, Williams, and Elliat, Walsall, solicitors for the petitioner 

PE radeon Gorppv Leap Ming Company, Luo«rrep.—Creditors are 

snd the on or before Nov 6, to send their names and addresses, 
iculars of their debts or claims, to Mr. A. W. Snel- 


Mornin Corporation oF Great Burrarn, Lowrrep. 
required, onor before Oct 15, to send their names and ad- 
pe and the particulars of their debts and claims, to Stacpoole 
and Son, Pinner’s Hall, Old Broad st 
Patent LionitTEe MANUFACTURING Company, Lurrep. — V.C. 
Malins has fixed Oct 13, at 11, at his chambers, Staple inn, for 
the appointment of an official’ liquidator 
[ Gazette, Oct. 5.] 


UNLiMireD vn CHANCERY. 

GrEat Brrrarmy Free Insvzayce Companry.—Petition for winding 
up, presented Sept. 7, directed to be heard before the M. R. on 
Nov. 6. Harvey, Old Je ewry, solicitor for the petitioner. 

(Gazette, Oct. 5.] 


Frrenpty Societies Dissoiven. 


oe 1. -Yemeee Socrzsty, Boys’ National Schoolroom, Ross, 

ept. 28. 

Wripow anp OrpHans’ Fuxp or tHe Swiypow Disrercr, Manx- 
cHESTER Unity or Otp Fxruttows, King’s Arms Inn, Old Swin- 


don, Sept. 28. 
[ Gazette, Oct. 1.j 


ASHTON-UNDER-LYNE Miners’ Wipows, OrPHANs, Sue = el 
TION, 4ND Fungerar Society, Register No, 6861, Pitt and Nelson 
Hotel, Ashton-under-Lyne, Sept. 30. 

[ Gazette, Oct. 5. J 











Law Students’ Sournal. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society mg held on Wednesday, the 
6th inst., at Clement’s-inn, Mr. Dowson in the chair. The 
business of the evening commenced with the reading of the 
half-yearly report by the secretary, oe it © sages 
that the whe of members had increased, 
tendance at,tand the character of, the debates had much 
improved. The motion on the paper was, ~*‘That 
Afghanistan should be completely evacuated.” Mr. Spence 
opened the debate in the negative, and was opposed by 
Messrs. Napier, Owen, Maxwell, Pickersgill, pie Shirley. 
Mr. Spence replied, and after a division the motion was 
carried by a majority of five votes. The next debate at 
Clement’s-inn will take place on Wednesday, the 13th inst., 
when the subject will be ‘“‘ That the Land e agitation 
in Ireland ought to be suppressed as treasonable.”’ 





Courts. 


County 


SURREY. 
(Before H. J. Sronor, Esq., Judge.) 
Sept. 25.— West v. Phwnizx Gas Light and Coke Company, 
The plaintiff sought to recover the sum of £9 3s. Sd., which 
he had paid to the company under the following cireum- 
stances :—On the 30th of June last the plaintiff moved into 
the Beehive public-house, Warner-street, New Kent-road, 
and upon the following day an official of the gas company 
called upon him, and demanded the above sum of money, 
which he said had been left unpaid by the previous tenant. 
Mr. Weat told him that he was not liable for — peoples’ 
debte, whereupon the official said if the mone haps paid 
into the office by noon the gas would be cut 
was not paid, and the gas was cut off at two 1B 
the plaintiff to great inconvenience. Finally, to save 


if 
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trouble, Mr. West paid the money, and the gas was again 
sup The present action was brought to recover the sum 
of money, which, it was argued, was obtained by undue 
pressure. 

Lyon, who appeared for the plaintiff, quoted the Act of 
Parliament relating to gas companies, &c.—viz., 34 & 35 
Vict. c. 41, 39, by which it enacted that ‘in the 
case of any consumer of gas stbplied by the undertakers 
leaving the premises where such gas has been supplied to 
him, without paying the gas rent or meter rent due from 
him, the undertakers shall not be entitled to recover from 
the next tenant of such premises the payment of the arrears 
left unpaid by the former tenant, unless such incoming 
tenant has undertaken with the former tenant to pay, and 
to release him from the payment of such arrears.” No such 
agreement had been made by his client, and therefore the 
money had been obtained unlawfully and under undue 
pressure. 

Metcalfe, for the defendants, said that the reason of the 
action taken was that the company had a suspicion that 
there was collusion between the incoming tenant and 
the late tenant. 

The plaintiff, however, upon being put into the box, 
swore that he had not known until after he had got into 
the house that there was any gas money owing, and he 
had most certainly not promised to pay the money. 

His Honovr gave a verdict for the plaintiff, with costs. 








Creditors’ Claims. 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 25 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
Asutey, Asner Epwarp, Oswestry, Salop, Brewer. Oct 25, Thomas, 


st, Oswestry 
ATKINSON, cee Shipley, York, Gent. Novl. 
gan, Shiph 


Morgan and Mor- 


ey 

BaGnatt, ,- Birmingham. Publican. Oct 29. Ansell 

Birmingham 

Barrgrxetoxy, WitL11M, White Lion st, Norton Folgate, Pickle Mer- 
t. Oct25. Clapham and Fitch, Bishopsgate Without 


Briapox, THomas WILLIAM, Birmingham, Bedding Manufacturer. 
Novil. Wright and Marshall, Birmingham 
Bows, Joux, Helmsley, York, ‘Spirit Merchant. Novi. Pearson, 


Brornzrs, Francis WILL, Caarker, Lancaster, Gas Engineer. 
Oct 16. Malam Brothers, Blackburn 

CAMPBELL, Jamxs, Chichester, eerie Esq. Oct 30. Wordsworth 
and Co, Threadneedle 


Cement, Mary _ lag Westbury-upon-Trym, Bristol. Nov 25. 
Brittans and Co, Bristol 
amore Sazau,.Holbeach, Lincoln. Nov 17. Caparn and Co, Hol- 


Nov 10. Hallet and Co, 

air Feaxcis, Little Badminton, Farmer, Nov8. Cosham, 
risto! 

oe Cleveland, U.8.A., Tailor. Nov 20. Nicholson, 


Hepes, | Tomas Parnes, Heaton, York, Farmer. Nov 1. Mor- 
and Morgan, Shipley 
Jacons, oor ya Hesey, Budge row, Cannon st, Solicitor. Dec 31. 
8, 
ss Apgauam, Halliwell, nr Bolton, Gardener. Oct 25, 
plton 
Lorriz, (Wr114M Hexry, Southsea, Southampton, —— in 
H.M.’s Navy. Oct 31. Freshfield and Williams, Bank bidgs 
grr he Jouy, ee ne Leicester, Hosier. Nov 1. Deane 
Hands, Loughborough 
Pemba Taew, Downham, Cambridge, Farmer. Nov 5. Archer 
and Son, Ely 
Parmone, Josern, Stafford pl South, Pimlico, Nov1. Lefroy and 
Robert st, Adelphi 
Prexziper, Cazouinz, Leather lane, Holborn, Oct 31. Smith, 
at 
Rrizy, Bexsamix, Louth, Lincoln, Maltster. Nov 23. Bell, 


Szscuove, WititamM James, Portsea, Southampton. Nov 1. Edg- 
combe and Co, Porteea 

Surru, Joux, Laughton, Sussex, Farmer. Nov 30, King and Son, 

a, Joux Daxrmr, Doncaster, Gent. Taylor, 

Wercn, Txomas Suttu, Fleet, Lincoln, Farmer, Nov17. Ca 
and Co, Holbeach * : 1 — 


j [ Gasette, Sept. 24.] 


Domprarxs, Witi1aM, Canterbury, Gent. 
Ashford 


Gerrard, 


Nov 2, 


Arpots, 1174, Bath. Nov 2. Andrews ant Co, nena Coe heaton 
Bator, Jonx Hawxxr, Sandal 
Decl, Wainwright and oh, a Weleda 
Bust, Kirason, Kelston, Millbrook, nr Southampton, Dec 17, Ka- 
mands and Holmes, Worthi hing 





Braacn, Rosert, 
and Dempste 


ee ng, Sussex, Woolstapler. Nov 23, Woods. 
righto 
Brerroy, Fanpraten, Dolveders rd, 

Clarke and 


Fy ig Es 
Great James st, MA ‘ord ro a. Dee 
Brrgerwy, mee Stackstead, Lancaster, Colliery Proprietor. Ok 
30. Ashworth, Waterfoot 


oJ 

Broox, Samvurt, Huddersfield, Farmer. Dec 1. Craven and Sun, 
derland, Huddersfield 

CHAPMAN, JAMES, \parscunecmmnamerens Norfolk, Maltster. Dee 31, 
Stanley, Norwich 

Creswett, Rev. Samvet, Radford, Nottingham, Clerk. Oct 9 
Brittle, Nottingham 

Freetx, Mary Ann, Birmingham, Oct 25. 
mingham 

GarpINneR, ExizasetH, Devonport. Nov 2. Hutchings, Devon, 


port 
Giisnie, 9 a ye Brighton, Farmer, Nov 30. King and Son, 
Brighton 
Gray, Tuomas, Sheffield, Gent. Oct 30. Rodgers and Co, Sheffiel@ 
Hay, Water, Old Broad st, Esq. Nov 1. Phelps and Co, Gresham 
t 


8 
Harrison, Witu1am, Rotherham, York, Railway Wagon Builder, 
Dec 6. Broomhead and Co, Sheffield 
Harvey, Jamss, Yeovil, Somerset. Oct 21. Bollen, Yeovil 
Hawrnorn, THoMas, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Engineer. Noy 1, 
Laws and Co, Newcastle-on-Tyne 

Hour, Tuomas, Elton-within-Bury, Lancaster, Clogger. Oct 31, 
Grundy and Co, Bury 

Jounson, Rosgrt, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, out of business. Novy 8, 
Chartres and Co, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Lacrorx, JEAN PrerrE, Briglitou, Provision Merchant. Noy 2, 
Stevens and Son, Brighton 

L&ATHERDALE, James, Wakes Colne, Essex, Farmer. Decl. Beam 
mont and Son, Coggleshall 

Lystgr, Septimus, Essex, a Retired Lieutenant-Colonel. Novy 30, 
Trinders and Curtis-Hayward, Bishopsgate st, Within 

McGurriz, CatuerinrE Marta, Earl’s Courtrd, Kensington. Noy 
9. Pierce, ny? 

NasxH, Jamus, ford row, Rent Collector. Oct 9. Talbot an@ 
Tasker, Bedford row. 

Newsert, Joun, Kingston-upon-Hull, Corn Factor. Feb1. Middle. 
miss and Pearce, Hull 

Norman, Surceant Jonn Coorgr, Nice, France, M.D. Nov 10, 
Mustard, Furnival’s inn 

Pickup, Picxur, Tottington Lower End, Lancaster, Farmer. Nov 
1. Gruudy and Co, Bury 

Rosgertson, ARCHIBALD, THertford, Lieut-Col. Nov 20. Sworder 
and Longmore, Hertford 

Saunpzrs, Isapgetta, Grosvenor place, Margate. Nov 1. Boys, 

gate 

Suepparp, Josern, Dalham, Suffolk, Yeoman. Nov 1. Salmon 
and Son, Bury St Edmunds 

Sraonps, Epmunp, Willingdon, Sussex, Gent. Oct 30. Bowker 
and Son, Winchester 

Sroxes, Cuartes Scort, Hollywood rd, Brompton, Esq. Dec 1, 
Pollard, King’s yd, Moorgate st 

Wavxer, Mary Wargrson, Newbiggen-by-the-Sea, Northumber- 
land. Nov 8. Chartres and Co, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Watwoop, Txomas, Stafford, Gent. Nov 1. Spilsbury, Stafford 

West, Witt1am, Preston, Sussex, Gent. Nov 6. Hewitt and 
Alexander, Ely pl, Holborn 

Wits, Ayn Mary, Wellington st, South Shields. Oct 8. Mabane 
and Graham, South Shields 

[ Gazette, Sept. 23.] 


Wragge and Co, Bir. 


Acnew, James, Cheltenham, Esq, Oct 30. Withall, Bedford row 

Arrkey, Maraaret, Strathkinniss, Fife. Nov 12. Ewbank and 
Partington, South’ sq, Gray’s inn 

Banrzow, Grorcx Martin, Writtle, Essex, Clerk in Holy Orders, 
Oct 21. Scarlett and Sutthery, Chelmsford 

Brapiey, CaroLingk AMELIA ‘Evizabern, Sutton, Surrey. Nov 5. 
Taylor and Co, Great James st, Bedford row 

Brooxs Jouy, “Beaconsfield, Buckingham, Retired Farmer. Novy 
12. Cheese, Amersham 

Cox, Joux, Bristol, Gent. Nov. Pitt, Bristol 

Denny, Maxrua Haraxra VES, Burley, Otley, York. Novl. Ten 
nant and Barrett, Leeds 

Ears, THomas, Horsington, Somerset, Gent. Oct 30. Johns and 
Traill, Blandford 

Firmen, ALreep, Sheerness, Butcher. Nov 27. Greathead, Rochester 

Hoppxs, Rongrt Horne, Stratford- upon-Avon, Gent. Oct 23. 
Hobbes and Co, Stratford. upon-Avon 

Hopes, Grorce WiittaM, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Solicitor, Nov 
30, Hodge and Westmacott, Newcastle-upon-'Tyne 

Hopasox, Eutuw Parker, Moorcambe, Lancaster. Oct20, Sharp 
and Son, Lancaster 

Jupson, WILLIAM, St. Phillip’s terrace, Kensington. Oct 21. Tat- 


ton, Kensington 
Bax, gaa, Elton, Bury, Lancaster, Gent. Novy 8, Grundy and 
Jo, Bury 
Lonastavy, Many, Sunderland, Durham. Nov 23, Hines and Son, 
Sunderland 


Purest, Manta, Heigham, Norwich. Nov 8, Winter and Francis, 
Norwich 


} Rersnponerte Joun, Wharton, Chester, Labourer. Nov 1. Fletcher, 


ort 

Scuoriziyp, Hexnzy, Wilmslow, Chester, Gent, 
nchester 

pac negee Many Franons, Kingnen-eges Hull, 


miss and Pearce, Hu’ 

Situ, Marta Bownox, Southampton. Nov 1, Green and 
Moberly, Southam 

Suirn, LLDEN, Knolle, Sussex, Gent. Novy 90. Butler, Ryo 

Sruzpy, Groner Rromanp, Lauderdale rd, Maida vale, Gent. Nov 
14, Layton and Co, Budge row, Cannon st 


Tory. 
Kidson and Co, Sunderland 


Nov 6, Leigh 





Fob 1, Middle 


onuw Cann, Sunderland, Durbam, Contractor, Nov 2 — 
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Ww: ortH, WitttaM, Offord Darcy, Huntingdon, Gent. Nov 1. 
2 ybun and Sons, Hunti’ 
Waestarr, Frawnors, Pershore, Worcester, Gent. Oct 30. Wagstaff, 


Wuson, THomas, Fosdyke, Lincoln, Cordwainer. Oct. Dyer, 
ton 
od [ Gazette, Oct. 1.] 


Picow, Cartes Frrprricx, Ipswich, Plumber. Nov 6. Jacka- 
man and Sons, Ipswich 

Burson, Samvuxt, Biggleswade, Bedford, Bricklayer. Nov 20. 
‘Chapman, Biggleswade 

ou, Ropert, Steyning, Sussex, Woolstapler. Nov 23. Woods 

and Dempster, Ship st, Brighton 

Burmer, EvizaseEra, Be lle Vue, nr Wakefield. Decl. Dixons and 
Horne, Wakefield 

Gatcrart, JonN HaAuss, Rempstone Hall, Dorset. Nov 20. Walker, 


New sq, Lincoln’s inn 
Cover, WILLIAM, South Shields, Durham, Gent. Nov 26. Purvis 
and Son, Shields 


Frrtp, Jonn, Warnford Court, Stock Broker. Decl. Wootton and 
Son, Finsbury circus 

‘Gazzx, Ropert Batirneton, Chestnut st, Worcester, Gent. Nov 
6. Lechmere-Pugh, Worcester 

Hatt, GeorGE Davison, South Shields, Durham, Builder. Nov 19, 
Purvis and Son, South Shields 

Haut, Witt1am, Horley, Oxford, Farmer. Decl. Fortescue and 
Sons, Banbury 

Himmonp, Georex, Stoke-next-Guildford, Gent. Dec 15. Roker, 
Godalmi 

Hayzry, Henry Joun, Leighton rd, Kentish Town, Gent. Nov 5. 
Smith and Son, Furnival’s inn 

Hurcrave, James, Chapel Allerton, Leeds, Builder. Dec 1. Middle- 
ton and Sons, Leeds 

Wayzanp, Mriuuicent Grace, Nottingham. Oct 30, Burton and 
Co, Nottingham 

Hsrsert, Jonas Travers, Studham, Beds. Novyl. Day, Hemel 
Hem 

Hottoway, Jonn, Brixton rd, Gent. Nov 6. Scott, Coleman st 

Howxins, Joun, Sandy, Bedford, Retired Farmer. Noy 30. Smith, 


Hueventn, AvaustEe Gasparp, Guilford st, Russell sq, Gent. Nov 
30. Brandon, Essex st, Stranc 

Jacxson, THomAS Brooxe, Mortimer st, Cavendish sq, Gent. Nov 
2. Baddeley and Sons, Leman st 

Hauns, Purtre "Haventon, Esq., Southwick pl, Hyde Park. Nov 
20. Walker, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 

Matry, Auicr, Southport, Lancaster. Nov 20. Sharp and Kirk- 
connel, Warrington 

MeIntosn, THomas, Salisbury, Wilts, Corn Merchant. Nov 13. 
Lee and Co, Salisbury 

Mercatrs, Witt1aM, Manningham, York, Draper. Nov 1. Clough, 
Cleckheaton 

Mowry, Fanny Exizanetn, Woodstock, Oxford. Nov 9. Eldridge 
and Stephenson, Hull 

Proxermve, ‘'Homas, Great Driffield, York, Ironmonger. Dec 1. 
Foster and Co, Great Driffield 

_= Jamzs, Camberwell rd, Gent. Nov1. Ward, Lincoln's inn 


Russet, CatHartne, Bromley, Kent. Oct 20. Roy and Cartwright, 


ury 

Scott, Darton, Crystal Palace Park, Sydenham, Gent. Oct 30. 
Bridger, Botolph lane, Eastcheap 

Smeson, Peter Tuomas, Kippax, York, Grocer. Decl. Middle- 
ton and Sons, Leeds 

furrx, Rozert, Cropwell Bishop, Nottingham, Farmer. Nov 13. 
Burton and Co, Nottingham 

Txornton, Ewity, Ipswich. Nov 20. Daniel and Son, Ipswich 
ARDMAN, GEORGE, North Rigton, York, Farmer, Dec 24. Siddall, 


ley 
Watson, Epwarp, Sen., Herstmonceux, Sussex, Farmer. Nov 9. 


[ Gazetie, Oct. 5.] 





Legal Pews. 


The following notice has been issued by the Director of 
Criminal Investigations to convicts at large on licence 
ms under sentence of police supervision :—“ The 


- conditions of liberty imposed by the law on convicts re- 


ed on licence and persons under police supervision are— 
first, that they report themselves where directed within 
forty-eight hours after liberation; secondly, that they 
(women excepted) report thomselves every month at the 
nearest — station to their place of abode, between the 
hours of nine in the morning and nino in the evening, on 
the day of the month named on the other side ; thirdly, 
that they reside—that is, sleep—at the address notified to 
the police, in order that they tay be at once found if re- 
> cg for any legal purpose; fourthly, that they get 
living by honest means and regular employment ; 
fifthly, that if they change their address, or leave any 
district at all, they give notice of their removal at 
police station at which they are reporting, and also at 

he nearest police-station within forty-eight hours of 
Mriving in any other police district in any part of the 
hited Kingdom; sixthly, that convicts at liberty 





produce their licences when called upon to do so by 
a police officer. So long as these requirements of the 
law are fulfilled, those subject to them will in no 
way be interfered with by the police, and all possible 
assistance, in conjunction with the several —— 
societies, will be given to obtain honest gy ae Tf 
they are in work, and state at the vict Office, 
Great Scotland-yard, where evidence can be quietly found 
in support of their statements, no one will be informed 
police of their position or antecedents; and similarly, if 
they are living in another name to that in which they have 
been sonia the same should be notified to the above 
office. But if it is ascertained upon the strict inquiry 
which will be made periodically in every case, that there is 
the slightest infringement of any one of the conditions on 
which a convict on licence or person under police super- 
vision is allowed his or her liberty, no effort will be spared 
to arrest him or her, and enforce the law, all consta 

forces co-operating to this end. The conditions of liberty 
entail no hardship on persons really wishing to lead an 
honest life. That convicts on licence and persons under 
supervision should do so is the aim of the police, and 
special circumstances will always be carefully considered 
by the Director of Criminal Investigations,” 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
October 8, 1880. 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 


3 per Cent, Consols, 97} xd Annuitias, April, °s5, $§ 

Ditto for Account, 974 xd Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 

Lo. 3 per Cent. Reduced, 954 Ex Bille, £21000, 24 per Ct.2 pm 
New 3 per Conb., 96 Ditto, £500, Do, 2 pm 

Do. 3§ perCent., Jan. "94 Ditto, 2100 & £26¢c, 2 pm 

Do. 24 perCant., Jan. '94 Bank of England Stock, 2774 
Ananitice Jan °80 Ditte for Account. 





INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
Ind, Stk., 5 per C., July,’80, 104 | Enf.Pr.5$ perCent., May, 81 


bittofor Account — Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cent 
Ditto 4 per Cent., Oct. 88,1024 April, 64 

Ditto, ditte, Certificates — Do.Do,5 per Cent, , Aug. "73 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent. Do. Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 


2nd Enf.Pr,, 5 per C., Jan,’72 Ditto, ditto, under £1000 





RAILWAY STOCK, 


















































| Railways. |Paid. Closing Price 
Stock | Caledonian ... sevees} 100 1103 
Stock Glasgow and South-Western ...... deeeveucte | 100 106 
Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock sceccocsesseceeess| 100 64 
Stock Great Northern ...... hee 122 
Pe Bl SO ARI I AL 1265 
Stock) Great Southern and Western of Irelend . a 
Stock Great Western—Original ccecccccsocers 124} 
Stock} Lancashire and Yorkshire .......... 134 
Stock! London, Brighton, and South Coas | 162g 
Stock) London, Chatham, and Dover .. 1033 
Stock) London and North-Western .... 157§ 
Stock} London and South Western .ss.cce re i 138} 
Stock Manchester, Sheffield, and, Lincola secs) 100 20 
Stock] Metropolitan | 100 1 
Stock} Do., District 100 80 
Stock) Midland 100 | 1 
Stock! North British 100 | 8 
Stock! North Eastern 100 | 06 
Stock! North London 100; 80 
Stock! North StaTOrdshire aiescecccscerssseveersersrersees| 100 sg le 
Stock'South Devon 100 ae 
Stock! South-Eastern “| 100 | 186 





* A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent, has been paid to B. 











BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATES. 


BIRTHS, 

FreeMan.—Oct 8, at Eugénie Villa, Ravenscourt-park, Ham- 
mersmith, the wife of G. D. Freeman, of 44, Bedford-row, 
solicitor, of a son. 

Morxis.—Oot, 3, at 34, Alexandra-road, Southport, the wife 
of Christoper Morris, of Li , solicitor, of a daughter, 

Nerson.—Oot, 3, at: 93, Adelaide-road, South Hampstead, the 





wife of Francis G, P. Neison, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 
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MARRIAGES. : 
Horxins—BvrTier.—Sept. 25, at St. "s, Hanover- 
square, Arthur Antwis Hopkins, M.A., of the Inner Temple, 


ees. » ey oe sneer of the late Rev. 

James Ba o! ancashire. 

Martix—MILLWanp, May 12, “ Pa Peter’s, Wellington, 
New Zealand, Thomas artin, of Christchurch 
(late of Gray’ a near) tier, to Jen daughter 
of William Henry Millward, recently of etane Y 

Moeawres Dats. Se 59, at Cora, Henry Boyes 
Mugliston, of the Middle Temple, barrister-at-law, to Fanny, 

ter of the late Thomas Daly, Fairhill, Cork. 

Topp—Dorsrn.—Sept. 30, at St. Andrew's, "Thornhill-square, 
Robert Todd, solicitor, ot London to Agnes Eugenie, daughter 
of William Dobbyn, of London. 

DEATH. 

Gurst.—Oct. 3, at the Warren, Moseley, John Guest, late 

registrar of the Birmingham County Court, aged 70. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


ay ge 
Ferpay, Oct. 1, 
Under the Bankruptcy "act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Hemming John Lamond, Woburn pl, Russell sq, M.D. Pet Sept 
29. Brougham. Oct 12 at 12 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Beecroft, Mary Emma Sophia, Gt Yarmouth, Lodging house keeper. 
Pet Sept 28. Worlledge. Gt ao Oct 13 at 11 
Davies, Henry Myrddin, Ffynonygo; m, Auctioneer. 
Pet Sept 27. Lloyd. Carmarthen, Oe 18 at 2 
Haward, Walter Robertson, Ashleigh, Whitchurch, Devon, Mangan- 
ese Merchant. Pet Sept 3s. Edmonds. East Stonehouse, Oct 14 
at 12 
Lochhead, William, poem. York, Designer. Pet Sept 28. 
Rankin. Halifax, Oct 25 at 
Pet Sept 28. Speed. Not- 


Preston, David, Nottingham, ‘Builder. 
tingham, Oct 12 at 11 
Turner, Thomas, Stockport, eae, Waggon Builder. Pet Sept 27. 


Hyde. Stockport, Oct 14 at 1 
TvEspDAyY, Oct. 5, 1880. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London 
Planque, Pew yD rg st, General Monbaut. Pet Oct 2. Broug- 
Vowler, John Henry Walcot, Gracechurch st, Iron Manufacturer. 
Pet Oct 4. Brougham. Oct19 at 11 


Williams, John haca sf Ses Public Accountant. Pet Oct 2. 
Brougham. Oct 20 
To Gestation in the Country. 
_——_. ao een Denham, Bucks, Baker. Pet Sept30. Darvill. 
ounman Sophia, Mariborongh rd, Gunnersbury. Pet Sept 28. 
Ruston. Brent rentford, Oct 26 


Tyas, Thomas, Manchester, “Wholesale Fruiterer. Pet Sept 25. 
Lister. Manchester, Oct 21 at 12 
BANKRUPTCIES SPE eaee. 
Fripay, Oct. 1 


Esher, William, Attercliffe, nr shefield, Batches Sept 22 
Livingstone, William, Morecambe, Toy Dealer. 
TvEspayY, Oct. 5 
Espir, Camile, Cambridge gdns, Notting hill, Gent, Oct 4 


Sept 28 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 


Farpay, Oct. 1, 1880. 
Adams, ‘~. Winton, Bournemouth, Carpenter. Oct 13 at 2 at 
offices of Westover villas, Bournemouth 
_—— Powis st, Woolwich, Shoemaker. Oct 8 at 10 at 
Evans and Peacock, John st, Bedford row 
Bailey, William, Manchester, Plumber. Oct 15 at 3 at offices of 
Baker, icten Weeanpen Moe canes alien Highgate, C 1 
jommercia 
Traveller. Oct 20 at 11 amen tt Harris, Wormwood st 
Bell, Robert, Wolverhampton, Drysalter. Oct 14 at 3 at offices of 
Willeock, Queen’s chambers, North st, Wolverhampton 
Berry, Frank Edward, Ashley, Northam , Grazier. Oct 19 at 11 
at offices of Wartnaby and Gilbert, Market Harborough. Haxby, 


Leicester 
Bilton, Frederick, and Francis Bilton, Uschange talldingn, Bowles J ~ od 


Oct 19 at 3 at offices of Martinson, Exchange bui 
lane, Kin -upon-Hul 
Birch, W: Liverpool, Horse Dealer. Oct 16 at 11 at offices of 
Lowe, Mount Pleasant, Liverpool 
—- William Alfred, and Uharles Frederic Bishop, Bradford 
Grocers, Oe Ub at 3'at offices of Atkinson and W. Tyrrell 
Dinko, Henry, and Thomas FAward Biakey, Wakefield, Soda Water 
Oct 13 at 3 at offices of Lodge, Townhall cham. 


bor og abate ld 
ae at 2.40 at the Queen’s Hotel, eink Gatey, Amble- 

Charles, Colchester, Watchmaker. Oct 15 at 12 at of 
Porat, Mead th Ooleoane — 













Botwri peemmeny Leyton, Essex, © 
Guil vern, Gresham st. Hopkins, 

Bowley, yo ; Boeekon, Nottingham, frimonge "Os 
—, Rooms, Low pavement. Cranch 


Bouall, pare Ewhurst, Surrey, Farm Bailiff. Oct 20 at 3.15 ab 


rd Hotel, Horsham 
ned, sames, y, Stafford, out of business. Oct 11 ab Uhat 
Bumber . Stoves, ( Po Chapsi Han  Suilder. Oct 14 at3 
umberry, Jos' ‘on! g! ct 14 at3 at 
of Bualton end Co, Northam ton sq. Clerkenwell ofoes 
Burrey, James Jones, Shrewsbury, lop, ye Maker. Oct 4 
at 12 at George Hotel, Shrewsbury. ~——s wey 6 
Burtwell, John, Kingsland rd, Plumber. ct 18 at 3 offices. of 
Funston, Finsbury pavement 
Carmona, Bernard, Crystal Palace, Sydenham, Dealer in Oriental 
Goods nes Oct 22 at 2 at offices of Brighten and Co, Bishopsgate &. 
ithout 
Ces es Derby, Greengrocer. Oct 14 at 3 at offices of ema 
ull st, 
| James 5 MR and William John Hinde, or: Lower 


pavement | 
Oct 19 at 


Bra; 


edroom Furniture Manufacturers. Oct 21 at 
Hudson and Co, Bucklersbury 
Clough, John Lister, North Bierley, Bradford, Clerk. oh 15 at 
de offices of Mumford, Yorkshire Bank chambers, Bank st, Brad. 


Clough, Thomas Woodhead Lister, Oakenshaw, York, Worsted 
Spinner. Oct 15 at 12 at offices of Mumford, Yor! kshire 
chambers, Bank st, Bradfordj 

Cooper, James, Huddersfield, out of business. Oct 18 at 12 at Cherry 
Tree Hotel, Westgate, Huddersfield. Berry 

Cox, Elijah,: -Mountsorrel, L Oct 19 ab. 
3 at offices of Buckby, Millstone aes Leicester 

Darley, Edmund, Nelson, nr Burnley, Wine rpm Oct 21 at 
at Exchange Hotel, Nicholas st, Burnley. Hartley, B Soot ane 

Davies, David France's, Llanddewi _—— +i Boot 
Oct 15 at 12 at offices of Edwardes, Lam: Pe 

Dewar, Robert, Gosforth, Northumberland, Chemist. Oct 13 at2 ab 
offices of Rhagg, Grainger st, Newcastle. upon-Tyne 
uffy, Bernard, ia Kent rd, Confectioner. Oct 15 at 10 at offices. 
of Cooke, Gray’ 8 inn sq 


d Victualler. 





FybebsfekyEse¥alefefe¥abesSeteke bes 








Dukes, Wiliam, jun, Hereford, Licensed Victualler. Oct 14a lat MM paar 
offices of Scobie, Offa st, Hereford at offi 
Easton, Joseph, Rotherham, York, Plumber. Oct 13 at 3 at offices Pearson 
- = Webster Sa Styring. , Hartshead, Sheffield ‘ Peete 
or; teer, Worthing, Sussex, Dairyman. Oct 23 at 2 at ) 
Seeeaaiek ter, Chapel rd, Worthing ad alley, 
Ellis, Thomas, Upper hames st, Eating-house keeper. Oct 21 at} 
at offices’of Crook, Fenchurch ‘st 16 
Evans, William John, Powis st, Woolwich, Bookseller. Oct 23 ab 3 Livery 
at offices of Richardson, Powis st, Woolwich Phillips, 
rie George, Hulme, Manchester, Painter. Oct 11 at3 at offices Pras fot 





f Hill, St Ann’s sq, Manchester 
Fletcher, Richard, and John Wright, Wakefield, Linen 
Oct 12 at 3 at offices of Barratt and Senior, Wood st, Wake’ 





ge 
8 





‘J 





Foster, Richard John, Haughton, Lancaster, Painter. Oct 18 at Sab — 
Clarence Hotel, Piccadilly, Manchester, Harris, Manchester 

Fowke, Peter, Rye lane, Peckham, out of business. Oct 8 at 4 af emg 
Gardon Arms Tavern, High Holborn. Staniland, North rd, High —_. 
gate 4 

Fox, Henry, Attercliffe, Sheffield, Warehouseman. Oct 14 at 11 st es 





— = Tasker and Shuttleworth, Wharncliffe chmt ms, Bank s 
effie 
French, Thomas, Lansdowne rd, Hackney, Boot Manufacturer. Of 
9 at 12 at Unicorn Tavern, Vivian rd, id Ford. Hicks, 
Victoria rd ae 
Furness, John, Ogden, nr Rochdale, Innkeeper. Oct 14 at 3 at offices 
of Whitehead, Toad lane, Rochdale ‘ 
Garside, Henry, Con; gS Chester, Hat Trimming Mann facturer. A 
Oct 14 at 11 at the Old Cheshire Cheese inn, High st, Congleton | 
Gibbings, George, Exeter, Tobacconist, Oct 18 at 12 at offices of 





ef 
- 
gs 













- 


aa 









i 





f 








Joseph, Finsbury pavement é 

Gray, jomas May, Great Grimsby, Fish Merchant. Oct 13 atit ¢ 
at St Mary chambers, West St Mary’s gate, Great Grimsby, 
Grange and Wintringham abl at. 






Green, Herbert, Kingswinford, Stafford, Painter. Oct 15 at 12a 
offices of Higgs, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham ie 
Merchant. Oct 14 ab: 


aT 






Harrop, Thomas, Mexbrough, York, Tim 
at the Cutler’s Hall, Sheffield, Burdekin and Co 4 
wot Gry, ne, 5 Elsecar, York, Stone Mason, Oct 18 at 3 at offices: 


Heslop, Willian, Tg 7 grove, Watchmaker. Oct 18 at 3 at offices 

vie, New inn, Strand 

Higgs, Wi , Bedminster, Bristol, out of business. Oct 9 at 
at offices of Andrews, Nicholas st, Bristol. Fayre, Bristol 

Humphrey, William, Dudley, Worcester, Plamber. ‘Oct 14 at 
offices of —— and Co, Wolverhampton a ! 

Huttall, John, Lancaster, Draper. “Oot 18 2 8 ab cfices'd 


and Go, nion st, mn 
¥ ham Schoolmaster, Oct 
at 3 at offices of Pattison > ae bes aed st 
Jaques, William Henry, Bnowstlds Bermond 
at 3 at offices of — d Barham, ae aes + 
Jarvis, William Giles, Pratt 40 Yo business. 
| at 12 at Unicorn Tavern, ivian 1, Old Hord. Hicks, Gra 


PR ny ~ aH Apeearenny Taildr. Oct 16 at 3 at o 


—— Hense Gekrebs Eckley, 
icley.. W » Boot and Shoe 1 
“Get i at 3 Sate to cheek of Sohcan eal Bo, Waterloo st, 


Kedwards Broadway, Worcester, Grocer. Oct 20 at Il "ony M 

Sontion eee Hades and ok oe, ee 

Lane, Thomas Jelf, Gloucester, Mercer, 13 at 12 at at 
Potter, Northfield house, Che 

Lee, Thomas Henry, Leeds, Tailor. Oct 18 at 3 at offices of 

son, Albion st, Leeds 


E 





Ay 








P ites o 
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, Priory mews, Kilburn, Stone Merchant. Oct 18 at 2 
Tilley Soames, York Oc 
Aitrod, Comangharn York, Cowkeopen. Oct 5 at 2 at 
pil es aK Grocer. Oct 13 at 3 at Creditors’ 
orthern Railway, King’s Cross, Coal 
Co, Finsbury 
Boos, St Swithin’s lane 
Henry William, by yf Staffo: aoe Cutter. Oct15 
ade il Somes Addison, teibld, York, Pia Plumber. Oct 20 at 3at 
Mirfield. Wilson, Mirfield 
bay vce ont — Oct 15 at 11 at 


Ashmall, H 
amin, Redland, Base. Builder. Oct 18 at 2 at 
on ‘Co, Albion chambers, Small st, Bristol. Fus- 


we Kent, Solicitor’s Clerk. Oct 16 at 4 at offices 


a Peieey 


ai 


Union row, 


atl, ore Keighley, York, Tinner. Oct 15 at3 at offices of 
h 


Oct 13 at 11 at 
Oct 11 at 


ori es, Birmingham, Tin Plate Worker. 
zo, ees, f - ingham. Rowlands 


's Hi Birmi 
pridey ge Stafford, Licensed Victualler. 
stoeacese e st, Longton 


thay ~Seaeeen. Tripe Dresser. Oct 13 at 3 at offices 
ees Chi st, Birmingham 

Murray, James, ton-under-Lyne, Grocer. Oct 18 at 3 at the 
Commercial Hotel, Old st, Ashton-under-Lyne. Addleshaw and 

Warburton, Manchester 
Noble, William, Nottingham, Draper. Oct 18 at 3 at offices of 
Fraser, Brougham chambers, Wheeler gate, Nottingham 
mh sl, lackeheath, Biniiend. Geo Grocer. Oct 12 {at 3 at offices of 
Harper, 8 

Nuttall, J John, Bestwood, AE reg am, Tian. Oct 14 at 11 at offices 

of Williams, jun, Clinton st, mene ma 
, Samuel, hepa inate-Rienieg to B Maker. Oct 16 at 
‘at offices of James, Temple st, Birmin 

Oldham, John, Dain, S a Hatter. "Oct 15 at 11 at 36, 

Parker, Willian, Blackstock 1 og Highbury, Boot Maker. Oct 23 
si 1 a offices of Lis ns, Berners st, Oxford st 

Mae: ’s Kirkby, Warwick, Farmer. Oct 20 at3 
at offices nal orale | and Sons, Wickliffe st, Leicester 

F aay William, Brewood, , Stafford, Schoolmaster. Oct 15 at 3 at 
offices ‘of Rhodes, Queen st, Wover' pto: 

Peel, John, Derby, Fruiterer. Oct 19 at 11 at offices of Heath, Amen 
va Frederick Samuel, Market st, Clerkenwell, Warehouseman. 
Oct 16 = 11 at offices of Cooper and Rees, Broad st buildings, 

st 

Pilling Thomas, South Stoke, Somerset, Grocer. Oct 8 at 3 at 
sles of Tyzack, York st, Bath 

Sk donee, Birmingham, Licensed Victualler. Oct 13 at 2 
ee of Coleman and Co, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Shovelton, James, Manchester, Accountant. Oct 15 at 11 at offices 

of ves, Dickinson st, 


Manchester 
Slateum, Robert, 1, Flint, Jeweller, Oct 15 at 1 at the Mitre 
rs. , Manchester. Roberts, Rhyl 
Smith, James, Nottingham, Draper. Oct 15 at 11 at Offices of Black, 
Low pavement, eo , 

, King’s road, Chelsea, Coach Builder. Oct 12 
at 3 at offices of 1 at iy ugh High st, Southwark 
Morton, . Esher, Fish Hook Manufacturer. Oct 11 
ab3 at offices S Ley and Brocklesby, Water lane, Great Tower st 

Serge, Mi mpton, Beerhouse Keeper. Oct 26 at 3 at 
of Walker, Market sq, Northampton 

» William John, and James Pigdon Taylor, Newcastle-upon- 

ip Brokers, Oct 14 at 2 at offices of Gillespie and Co, 

ay , Newensle-upon-Tyne Watson and Dendy, New- 


ny Bath, Baker. Oct 14 at 3 at offices of Clark, Union 


=. Tuxford, Nottingham, Boot Maker. Oct 25 at 11 at 
of Wilton “Grove st, East Retford 
ey Brixton, out of business. Oct 8 
nalts cites o¢ i hee ieee st, Strand 
‘Trick, John, Chagford, Devon, Draper. Oct 12 at 11 at the Magor’s 
Commercial, Hotel, Newton Abbot. Mogridge, Moreton Hamp- 


umes David, Stretford. Lancaster, Joiner. Ont 23 at 11 at offices 
ot Whit, King st, Manchester, Rawes, Salford 
Warburton, Samuel, Huddersfield, out of business. Oct 14 at 3 at 
offices of and Hall, New ay Huddersfield 
laby, Leicester, no occupation. Oct 20 at 3 at Bell 
berstone gate, Leicester. Close, 
ay James, 


ul 


rby 
Plungar, Leicester, Farmer. Oct 15 at 4 at offices 
ham chmbrs, Wheeler gate, Nottingham 

out ata business, Oct 11 at 12 at 


yom le row, Birmi: 

gt row, nm, 

; Farnham, Munmo r. Oct 20 at 12 at 
Kenn Powter, Parsham 


Wl Theat ives, aad rnwall, Ship Builder, Oct 14at 12at 
r, Shute st, St Ives 
Turspay, Oct. 5, 1880. 
Bde gl Suffolk, Farmer. Oct 18 at 12 at 


wich, Birkett and Bantoft 
ms perch. Oct 14 at 12 at offices of Har. 


Kingston. -Hull, Chemist. Oct 16 at 
Bilver st, m-upon-Hul 

Naturalist. Oct 18 at 3 at offices of 
“next; a ‘bourne, Kent, Miller. Oct 20 


tpew » Farmer, Oct 25 at 3 





aan, Oeeomapeen, ies Dairyman, 
Ne ee oe ng Se - 
gp Confectioner. Oct 16 at 11 at offices of 


pon ee 
Booer, Wiliam Joss 5g Oct 18 at 12 at 
Leeds. M Leeds 


age parade, 
Ie Ohare’ Cl Cheltenham, Wood Dealer. Oct 21 at 3 at offices of 
, Leadenhall st, Metal Broker. Oct 21 at 3 at offices 
of Foster, Birchin lane 
Boyd, Msg j= Walker, Northumberland, Builder. Oct 15 at 3 
at offices of C Talopory Sua, Pager ata 
Briggs, Saen Tamworth, Stafford, Pa; ufacturer. Oct 27 
at 3 at offices of Laundy aterloo st, Birmingham, 
Nevill and Atkins, Tamworth 
Brighouse, George, Huddersfield, Painter. Oct 20 at 3 at offices of 
Brook and Co, New st, Huddersfield 
Brooksbank, W William, Barmby-on-the-Marsh, York, Farmer: Oct 
15 at 3 at offices of Hind and Everatt, Goole 
Brown, Samuel, Great Yarmouth, Smack Owner. Oct 25 at 11 at 
offices of Rayson, Regent st, Great Yarmouth 
iter Barton, Ludgate hill, Solicitor. Oct20 at 
2 at offices of Lee, aedum bids Basinghall st 


nw Chnggrene yy Hoylake, 
Downham, 


Grocer. 


Browne, William Payn 
Browning, James, Apethorp, Nort pton, Farmer. Oct 22 at 12 
em) » Hertford, Nurserymen. Oct 20 at 1130 at at 
12 at offices of Hobbs, Chamberlain st, Wi ells’ 
Christian, Thomas Murray, and pe Hen 
Conisbee, William, and Thomas Samuel Conisbee, Waterloo 
Crane, David, Birmingham, Tailor. Oct 15 at 3 at offices of Wright 
Wallgate, Wigan Wood, W 
Davies, William, Garreg, Carmarthen, Farmer. Oct 16 at 12 at offices 
12 at offices of Young and Son, Mark 
Oct 14 at 11 at offices of 
Donkersley, George Henry Oldfield, 
Dee, Elias, Audley, Stafford, Grocer. Oct 20 af 11 at offices of 
Eaton, Henr: 
elson sq, Newcastle-under-Lyme 
Oct 20 at 3 at offices of Rigg, South King st, Manchester 
ge 
Filby, Richard, Swensea, Grocer. Oct 13 at 3 at offices of Evans 
and Son, Leeds rd, Dewsbury 
Oct 19 at 11 at offices of Best, New bridge st 
Gilbert, Mary Jane, Heaton, Lancashire, Licensed Victualler. Oct 
friars Hotel, Blackfriars st, Manchester. Barron, Manchester 
erpool 
Hides, William, Wisbech st Peter, Cambridge, Licensed Victualler. 
Hoffen, iniie Saxton, Scarborough, Baker. 
of Jennings and Co, Great Driffield 
Oct 14 
Hum: 8, David, Towy n, Merioneth, Coal Merchant. Oct 16 at 
12 at offices of Hughes and Sons, Pier st, Aberystwith 
Hyde, Tom, Handcroft rd, % roydon, Plumber. 
ragon Hotel, High st, broy don. Dennis, Croydon 
Cambridge, 
Oct 31 at 11 at the Bull Hotel, Royston, Nash 
Jones, Susan Ann, Wrexham, Denbigh, Draper. Oct 22 at 3 at 
offices of Jones, Henblas st, Wrexham 
Oct 19 at 11 at offices 
Kor John, *Charsfield, Suffolk, Farmer. 
Wood, Woodbridge 
Yoventry, Solicitor, Oct 14 at 1,30 at the Craven 


at Talbot Inn, Oundle. Atter and Brown, Peterborough 
———s John Quibell, and Mi t Katherine Brownlees, 
offices of Bullock and Penny, Great Berkhampstead 
Chamberlain, William Henry, Wells, Somerset, Baddler. Oct 16 at 
Chambers, John, Birmingham, Coal Dealer. Oct 15 at 3 at offices of 
of Wilson, Temple row, Birmingham 
Chester. Oct 21 at 3 at offices of Bh 
Hamilton sq, Birkenhead 
rd, 
Iron Founders. Oct 29 at 3 at offices of Dubois, Serjeant’s inn, 
Chancery lane. Levy, Surrey st, Strand 
and ‘Marshall, New st, Birming! 
Craven, John, Wi igan, Tea Dealer. Oct 18 at 3 at Minorca Hotel, 
gan. igan 
— Joseph, Bradford, Tobacconist. Oct 14 at 1 at offices of 
Wright, Darley st, Bradford 
of Edwardes, "Lampeter 
Debney, Charles, Offord rd, Barnsbury, General Dealer, Oct 16 at 
lane 
Dickinson, John, Darlington, Grocer. 
Robinson, Chancery lane, Darlin 
" Huddersfield, Coachbuilder. 
Oct 18 at 2 at offices of Armitage, Lord st, Huddersfield 
Board, Audley . Sherratt 
‘Gravenhunger, Salop, Miller. Oct 16at 12 at offices 
of James, 
Emmott, Margaret, Cheetham hill, Manchester, Provision Dealer. 
Fear, Robert, Mark, Somerset, Farmer. Oct 26 at 12 at offices of 
Reed and d Cook, King’ 8 sq, Bridgewater 
and Davies, Wind st, Swansea 
Fish, David, Dewsbury, Auctioneer. Oct 15 at 2 atoffices of Scholes 
Garrett, William Sutton, Arlington rd, Surbiton, Wine Merchant. 
Gibson, James, Leeds, Oct 15 at 3 at offices of Creditors 
ion, 32, Park row. Leeds 
18 at 3 at offices of Rutter and Finney, Mawdsley st, Bolton 
Grove, Alfred, Salford, Lancashire, Grocer. Oct i3 at 11 at Black. 
Hickson, Charles, Bootle, nr Liverpool, Baker. Oct 22 at 3 at offices 
of Lowe, Mount pleasant, Liv 
Oct eo Ship Inn, Market Dl, Wisbech st Peter. Webber, 
Upwe 
Oct 20 at 12 at offices 
Hooke, Edward, Nuneaton, Warwick, Licensed Victualler. 
at 12 at offices of Smith, Temple st, Birmingham 
Huskins, Geo: Wilrecote, Warwick, Greengrocer, Oct 18 at3 at 
offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Oct 15 at 11 at Green 
Jackson, Josiah, and Harriet Jackson, Croydon, 
Jones, Alfred, Leighton Buzzard, Bedf ord, Grocer. Oct 13 at 3 at 
the Swan Hotel, Leighton Buzzard, W illis, Leighton Buzzard 
Jones, William, Llanor, Carmarthen, Farmer. 
of Howell, Stepney st, Lianelly 
Oct 20 at 3 at offices of 
Kilby, John Henry, ¢ 
oe Hotel, Coventry 
Oct 16 at 12 at offices of 


~ ht, Walter, Nottingham, Joiner. 

Williams, jun, Clinton st, Nottingham 

Lewis, Thomas, and Richard Staples, Thames Ditton, Surrey, 
a et Gardeners, Oct 21 at 4 at oilices of Cann, Vine mi, Bast 


Cann, jun, Fencharch st 
re, Craven rd, Paddi , Boot and Shoe Manu. 
facturer. Oct 25 at 3 at olfices of Wright and Law, High Hol- 
Marks, Isaac, Westminster Bridge rd, Dealer in oe Goods, Oct 
25 at 3 at offices of Podmore and Harte, Moorgate st 
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Marriott, John, Buckingham, Hay Dealer. Oct 23 at 11 at the White 
Hart Hotel, Buckingham. Weston and Barnes 

Marshall, William, and John Castle, Leicester, Stone Masons. Oct 
20 at 3 at offices of Hincks, Bowling Green st, Leicester 

Matthews, Albert, Newport, Monmouth, Publican. Oct 18 at 11 at 
offices of Parker, Commercial st, Ne rt 

McLaughlin, John, Birmingham, Commission Merchant. Oct 15 at 
3 at offices of Jaques, Templa row, Birmingham 

Moores, David, Manchester, C@zar Dealer. Oct 25 at 3 at offices of 
Bowden, King st, Manchester 

Morgan, Magdalene, Llanguicke, Glamorgan, Grocer. Oct 21 at 12 
at offices of Kempthorne and Son, Dyffryn chbrs, Neath 

Mutteen, Joseph Holten, Moss Side. Lancaster, Auctioneer. Oct 14 
at 3 atthe Blackfriars Hotel, Blackfriars st, Manchester. Hill, 
Manchester 

Newell, John, Calverley, York, Woollen Draper. Oct 18 at 3 at offices 
of Singleton, Booth st, Bradford 

O’Brien, Michael, Bridgwater, Somerset, Fishmonger. 
at offices of Reed and Cook, King’s sq, Bridgwater 

Osborne, Joseph, Hounslow, Master Bootmaker to the 11th Hussars. 
Oct 25 at 3 at offices of Mirams, New inn, Strand 

Owen, James, Wigan, Lancaster, Provision Dealer. Oct 19 at 3 at 
offices of France, Churchgate, Wigan 

Palmer, Edmund, Perham rd, West Kensington, Gentleman. Oct 
25 at 3 at offices of Foster and Co, Copthall bidgs. Miller and 
Vernon, Moorgate st ; 

Pamphilon, John, jun, Whittlesford, Cambridge, Implement Manu- 
facturer. Oct 26 at 2 at offices of Grain, Mill lane, Cambridge 

Park, Thomas Rees, Lianelly, Carmarthen, Tailor. Oct 19 at 3a 
offices of Howell, Stepney st, Llanelly t 

Paxton, Henry, Hanley, Stafford, Builder. Oct 16 at 10 at offices of 
Ashmall, Albion st. Hanley 

Pilgrim, Edward, Saint Grogory, Norwich, Brush Manufacturer. 
Oct 18 at 12 at offices of Daly, Guildhall chambers, Upper Market 

Procter, Alfred Brooke, Solihull, Warwick, Veterinary Surgeon. 
Oct 19 at 3 at offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Pugh, Thomas, Clungford, Salop, Butcher. Oct 19 at 1 at the Kan- 
garoo Inn, Aston-on-Clun, Newill, Bishop’s Castle 

Scamell, William Henry Tilbury, Wherwell, Southampton, Farmer. 
Oct 14 at 3 at the White Hart Hotel, Andover. Lee and Co, Salis- 
bu 

Shelnerdine, Joseph Hill, Rusholme, Lancaster, Licensed Beer 
Retailer. Oct 25 at 3 at offices of Withington and Co, Spring gar- 
dens, Manchester 

Shepherd, Arthur Ernest, Cleckheaton, York, Innkeeper. Oct 13 at 
3 at offices of Singleton, New Booth st, Bradford 

Simmonds, George, ee ee Fish Salesman. Oct 18 at 3 at 

Oct 27 at 3 at 


Oct 22 at 11 


offices of Bell, Portland st, Southampton 

Simpson, John, Accrington, Lancaster, Grocer. 
offices of Barlow, Dutton st, Accrington 

Smith, Henry, Kirkgate, Wakefield, Tailor. Oct 15 at 11 at offices 
of Lake and Lake, Southgate, Wakefield 

Smith, John, Barrowby, Lincoln, Farmer. 
Thompson and Sons, Grantham 

Smith, Martha, Fenton, Stafford, Grocer. 
Welch, Caroline st, Longton 

Stevenson, Benjamin, and Trees Stevenson, Leeds, Joiners. Oct 15 at 
3 at offices cf Craven, East parade, Leeds 

Stevenson, Robert Edward, Chippenham terrace, Paddington, 
Grocer. Oct 12 at 3 at offices of Scott Fox, St Mary’s sq, Pad- 
dington 

Swales, Henry, Pendleton, Lancaster, Brewer. Oct 21 at 3 at offices 
of Grundy and Co, Booth st, Manchester 

Taylor, Henry, Bolton, Lancaster, Frass Founder. Oct 20 at 3 at 
offices of Taylor and Sons, Mawdsley st, Bolton 

Venner, Edward Charles Morgan, and Frederick James Cecil Ven- 
ner, Totterdown, Somerset, Grocers. Oct 13 at 12 at offices of Essery 
Guildhall, Broad st. Bristol 

Vine, Samuel, Portsea, Hants, Provision Merchant. Oct 22 at 2.30 at 
145, Cheapside. King, Portsea 

Ward, Thomas. Huddersfield, Tin Plate Worker. Oct 20 at 11 at offices 
of Dranfield, Ramsden st, Huddersfield 

Watson, Trafford, Scopwick, Lincoln, Saddler. Oct 20 at 11 at offices 
of Toynbee and Co. Bank st, Lincoln 

Wharton, Charles, Westgate, Heckmondwike, Oct 18 at the Royal 
Hotel, Cleckheaton. Curry, Cleckheaton 

Wheeler, Henry, jun, Maidstone, Timber Merchant. Oct 15 at 
11 at the Terminus Hotel, London Bridge. Stenning, Maid- 
stone 

Willstrop, Thomas, Bradford, York, Hay Dealer. 
offices of Wright, Darley st, Bradford 

Woods, Richard, Longridge, Lancaster, Joiner. 
the County Court Offices, Winckley street, Preston. 
ton 


Oct 20 at 12 at offices of 
Oct 13 at 11 at offices of 


Oct 15 at 5 at 


Oct 19 at 11 at 
Parry, Pres- 





SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 


Guarantesd Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 
The Faculty pronounce it ‘‘ the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage fcr Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Invalids aod Children.” 
Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 
Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 
Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break- 
fast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 
CocosTina A La VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
M4 Checolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 


In tin packets at 1s, 64., 39., 5s, 64, &c., by Chemists and Grocers, 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWELTZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 





——= 
MR. G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIS7, 
57, GREAT RUSSELL STREET, LONDON 
(Opposite the British Museum), 


Will be gladto orward his Pamphlet on Painless Dentistry, fre, 
enclosed by post, which explains the most unique systera of the adjust: 


ment of ARTIFICIAL TEETH without pain. 
CONSULTATION FREE FROM 10 TO 5. 















To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bendy 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS, 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITY S CLERGY GOWNS, oF 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 





D SON 
MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 








Corporation of London, &c, 









ESTABLISHED 1689. 









ONEY.—£10,000, and other sums ready to Ad. 
[VE vance on Mortgage of Freehold Property.—Apply to Cant 
& Atkinson, Solicitors, Pontefract. 










N 


years. 


Limited) 


ONEY.—Cash Advanced (£20 to £300) at a 

day’s notice, on Bill of Sale, repayable to suit the bor 
rower’s convenience ; no sureties or inquiry fees.—Apply to Mr, 
W. HowtineswortH, 13, High Holborn. 
N.B.—A commission allowed on business introduced. 


HE MONETARY ADVANCE OOMPANY 


( 
MORTGAGE of Furniture and other 
Sureties, or preliminary fees. London an 
Manager, 34, Southampton-buildings, Chancery-lane. 







Established there % 













advances £30 to £1,000 at a day’s notice upm 
property without removal, 
suburbs only.—T, Lyens, 











AW PARTNERSHIP.—Wanted, by a Solicitor, 

articled in the country and lately admitted, a Share in a wel- 
established Conveyancing or General Practice. 
Address, F'., 129, Gower-street, W.C. 






Will give £1,50— 













AW.—Shorthand Writer Wanted, by a firm of 
_4 London Solicitors. 
ing age, references, and salary expected, P. W., care of Messrs. 
Moulton, Law Stationers, 37, Chancery-lane, W.C. 
HANCERY LANE.—Several Exceilent Suites 
Chambers to be Let in Lincoln’s-inn-chambers, No, 4 
Chancery-lane, suitable for Barristers, Solicitors, and Prof 
Gentlemen.—Apply to Mr. Ronsert Watson, 37, Cursitor-stred, 
Chancery-lane, F.C. 





Must write a good hand,—Address, stat 



















HURCH 


F.R.G.8., &e. 


patrons, interested in the legitimate sale, by private 
of advowsons, presentations, &c., in favour of well-recomm 
clergymen, should refer to the PRIVATE PATRONS’ GA 
edited by Mr. W. EMERY STARK, Associate Institute of Actu 


Emery Stark, 23, Bedford-street, Strand. 





PREFERMENT WANTED.—Private 
A 
TT, | 









Post free for six stamps.—Address, Messrs, 









‘QNHE CHURCH PREFERMENT 

(issued Monthly), containin 
Presentations, &c., for Sale, together with useful advice to 
chasers, should be referred to by every purchaser. 
W. EMERY STARK (Associate Institute of Actuaries, F.RA4 
&c.).—Address (enclosing six stamps), Messrs., W. Emery 8m 
23, Bedford-street, Strand. 






GAZEI 


full particulars of Advyo 







Edited by 

















Britain an 











tention to it, 








GENTLEMAN, who has had the entire ¢ 
4 of several heavy cases in litigation, and who has 
returned from a tour round the world, which he has madé 
behalf of anjeminent firm of Solicitors in Lincoln’s-inn, h 
brought to a successful issue the object of his mission, is p 
to undertake the getting up of evidence and the obtain ig ¢ 
reliable information in any litigious matter of importance, He 
very exceptionable facilities for obtaining information in Io 
is personally acquainted with every town of importance 
i Ireland; and has trustworthy Agents in all p 
America, India, Australia, and New Ze: 
work which would fall within the province of, or could be 
taken by, an ordinary clerk, and may be treated in any mi 
trusted to him, so far as confidence and secrecy are concer 
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